Puper Presented.

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

PrAaYERS.
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PAPER PRESENTED.
Tue PrEMiEr lud on the table a
Statement of Receipts and Expenditure of
the Metropolitan Waterworks Board.

QUESTION— INCARCERATION AND DIS-
CHARGE, WITHOUT TRIAL.

Me. ILLINGWORTH, in accordance
with notice, asked the Attorney General:
—-1. The name of the individual incar-
cerated for several weeks, and afterwards
discharged without trial. 2. The name
of the justice of the peace who conmitted
the said person for trial. 3. The charge
on which the said person was committed.
4. Whether the )ustice still held the
commission of the peace.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest), forthe Attorney General, replied:
—1. David Flanagan. 2. Hon. J. A.
Wright, J.P., and Capt. W. Smith, J.P.
3. L¢rcenv 4. Yes.

QUESTTON—ISSUE OF MINERS' RIGHTS
TO ASTIATICS.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH, in accordance
with notice, asked the Premier: —1. The
number of miners’ rights issued to
Asiatics. 2. The names of persoms to
whom such miners’ rights had been issued.
3. The dates of issue. 4. The name of
the officer or officers who issued such
rights. 5. Whether it was the intention
of the Government to enforce Clause 92
of the Mining Act in any or all of these
eases.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied:—i1. Four. 2, 3,and 4.
To G. Dean, a native of Mauntius, on
4th August, 1896, not since renewed ; and
to Din Mohammed, on 3rd Fehruary,
1897 (2 Hindoo). Signed by T. Hannah,
Mining Registrar, Broad Arrow. To
Ameer, an Afghan, on 30tl| March, 1897,
being a renewal of miners’ right issned
by the Resident Magistrate, Geraldton.
Signed by G. H. Liddell, late Registrar,
Mt. Magnet. To T. Sarogings, on 10th
April, 1896, not since l‘enewed, at Kal.
goorlic. Issued by Chas. Taylor, who
has now left the service. 5. The Govern-
ment intend to enforce the law in all
cases.  The Government will make in-
quirics as to why these miners’ rights
were issued, a8 a circular was sent out on
7th March, 1895, forbidding their issue
o Asiatics or Africans withont the ex-
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press approval of the responsible Minister.
That was issued even before the Act was
assented to, which provides that they shall
not be issued without the approval of the
Minister, even in the case of persons who
say they are British subjects.

QUESTION—IMPORTATION OF RAIL-
WAY CLERKS FROM ENGLAND.

Mz ILLINGWORTH, in uccordance
with notice, asked the Minister of Rail-
ways.—1. Whether it was true that the
Railway Department had imported 18 or
morae railway clerks from England. 2. If
so, whether there was any special reason
why these positions could not have beeu
filled from the list of applicants within
the colony.

Tur PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied for the Commissioner of
Railways :—1. Yes. 2. The reason for
obtaining these clerks from England was
that the General Manager recommended
it on the ground that there was a diffi-
culty in obtaining the services of persons
of knowledge aud experience to fill certain
important pogitions i the goods and
coaching branches. The department had
already drawn considerably on the rail-
way staffs of the other colonies, and
consequently the General Manager found
it necessary to take the abeve action, so
as to obtwin men of long experience in the
work of these hranches.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : Ts it true that
each of these 18 men had told off to him
another man for one month, to train them
in the work ?

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The hen. member should give
notice of that question.

QUESTION — INVESTIGATION OF RE-
CENT FRAUDS IN COOLGARDIE
POST OFFICL.

Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, usked the Minister of Educa-
tion:—1. What steps had been taken to
investigate the condition of affairs in the
Coolgardie Post Office which afforded the
opportunity for the recent frauds com-
mitted n that establishment. 2. What
oflicers, if any, had been suspended, trans-
ferrel, or wtherwise punished for alleged
complicity with Bertoli, or in connection
with the detection und punishment of
that eriminal. 3. Whether W was e
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that such punishments had been inflicted
without direct evidence of the responsi-
bility of the persons so punished. 4.
‘Whether there had been anv neglect on
the part of the postmaster at Coolgardie,
and whether, if so, any penalty had been
ilnﬂicted upon him for such neglect of
uty.

T}HE MINISTER OF EDUCATION
(Hon. H. B. Lefroy) replied: -r. A
complete investigation of the condition of
affairs in the Coolgardie post office was
made by the inspectors immediately upon
the discovery of the recent frauds. 2.
Two officers were dismissed and one
transfeired, for irregularities tevealed
during the inquiry made into Bertoli's

defuléatiois. 3. There was good and sufli--

cient evidence to warrant theaction taken.
4. The postmaster, though deceived by
cleverly forged certificates which, being
written on bank official-stumped forms,
would have been taken as genwine by any
ordinary man of business, showed a want
of c¢ircumspection in the administration
of the affairs of his office, scarcely atri-
butable to neglect. No penalty has been
inflicted.

QUESTION—LEGISLATION RE TRADES
UNIONS AND ARBITRATION.

Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier :—1. Whether
it was the intention of the Governmeni
to introduce a Bill during the present
session to provide for the recognition and
registration of trades unions. 2. Whether
it was the intention of the Govermment
to introduce a Bill during-the present
session to provide for the settlement of
disputes between labourers and employers
by nieans of arbifration or vther forms of
conciliation.

Ty PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) : The Govermment do not pro-
pose to do so, this session.

QUESTION—PUBLIC BATIERIES FOR
GOLDFIELDS.

Mz. VOSPER, in accordance with

notice, asked the Premier : —1. What had

been done by the Government to securc
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information relative fo fthe ecrection of °

public batteries on the goldfields. 2.
Whether such information, if obfained,
would be laid upon the table of the House.
3. If it were true that the Government
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had already purchased a Dbattery, and if
s0, whether such battery would be used
in connection with the scheme for public
batteries. 4. If such purchase had been
made, what price was paid by the Govern-
ment for such hattery.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. 8ir J.
Forrest) replied:—1. The following cir-
cular has been sent to each Inspector of
Mines, asking for certain information :—

WESTERN AUSTRALIA.

From the Under Secretary for Mines
to the Inspector of Mines.—Urgent.—
For the information of the Royal Com.-
mission on Mining, I am requested by the
Honourable the Minister of Mines to ask
you to supply.me with the following in-
formution with reference to Government
batteries, at your earliest convenience, the
data to be supplied under the following
headings :—1. Governmeni Batteries.—
State your views as to the necessity or
otherwise for such in the distriets under
your control. 2. Siter.—If any, please
name them, and state separately for each
item, the following information:—{(a.)
The distance from the nearest publie
mill; (b.) the quantity of water which
you are assured may be obtained for
battery use, the depth at which it exists,
and its quality. 8. Future Prospects.—
(¢.) Btate the quantity of ore per week
which you estimate would Dbe supplied to
the Government battery for treatment ;
(L) State the quantity of ore, and esti-
mated yield per ton at present at grass,
which you believe would be sent to the
Government mill if erected; (c.) What
charge would yon recommend be made
per ton of ore treated, to cover working
expenses, interest, and depreciation in
plaut, in the event of a battery bLeing
erected. Kindly adhere to the above
headings in your reply, which should be
as brief as possible—September 29th,
1897.

2. The Government has no objection,
if it is desired. 3. No. 4. Answered by
reply to No. 3,

QUESTION—SALARIES OF SUBORDI-
NATE CIVIL SERVANTS.

Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier, whether it was
the intention of the Government, in view
of the excellent state of the finances of the
colouy as set forth in the Speech of His
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Excellency the Governor, and in con-
sideration of the Pawds recently dis-
covered in the post offices at Coolgardie
and Kaloorlie. to nmke any increase in
the emoluments afforded officers occupy-
ing subordinate positions in the Civil
Service,

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forvest) veplied: 1. The question as to
emoluments of officers will be considered
upon the Estinmutes. 2. The Govern.
ment are not prepared to ke the actions
of two or three dishonest persons a
reason for ereasing salaries, nor are
they prepared to adinit that the reason
for the dishonesty had anyvthing to do
with the amount of salery received.

QUESTION—SURVEY OF WATERSHEDS
ON GOLDFIELDS.

Me. VOSPER, i accordance with
notice, asked the Premier Whether it
was the intention of the Government to
catise survevs to be wade of the lakes in
the interior of the colony and the water-
sheds surrounding them, with a view to
thetr utilisation in aid of the water supply
of the goldfields.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon Sie I
Torrest) replied: No complete survey
has been made of these lakes. A pre-
liminary survey has. however, been made
of the “Cane Grass Bwamp” on the
Coolgardie-Menzies Hoad.  The matter
will be considered.

QUESTION- DISMISsAL OF STATIUXN-
MASTER HORAN,

Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, Whether the recent dismissal of
Stationmaster Howmn was in any way
conuected with s alleged objurgatory
remarks to His Excellency the Grovernor.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied:  No: he was dismissed
for insubordination. [ have been in-
formed by His Excelloncy the Governor
that at no tiwe didd Mr. Horan wse in his
presence any language unfitting  his
position, nor did he ever in his presence
do anvthing to which His Excellency
conld take any exception whatever,

QUESTION TRIAL AT MARBLE HAL
FOoR MANSLAUGHTER.

Mi, ILLINGWORTH., in accordancs
with notice, asked the Attorney General :

'ASSEMBLY.]
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—1. The name of the wagistrate or
justices of the peace forming the cowrt at
the trial of Edwin Anderson and Ernest
Witlin Anderson, at Marble Bar, for
mansloughter, on ur about the first of
October, 1897. 2. The sentence nwarded
in each case.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hen. Sir J.
Forrvest), for the Attorney CGreneral, re-
plied:—1. The Messrs. Aunderson have
1ot been tried for manslaughter at Marble
Bar or alsewhere, and therefore no
sentence has been awarded. 2. An in-
formation for murder against the persous
named in the yuestion has been laid by
the police, and they were committed to
take their trial at the next sitting of
Criminal Sessions of Supreme Court,
Perth, the preliminary hearing having
taken place yesterday (the 19th of
Qctoher). The preliminary hearing was
taken before Mr. Ostlund, sitting alone.

QUESTION-—AFGHANS AND THE
QUEFEN’S ENEMIES.

- Mr. VOSPER, in accordauce with
notice, asked the Premier —i. Whether
his  attention had Lbeen directed to
the evidence of Mr. Gilbert Probyn
Smith, giveu bLefore the Royal Commis-
sion on Mining at Coolgardie, to the
effect that the Afghans m that town
were coutribnting sums of money for the
suppurt of the Queewn's enemies. 2. If
so, whether the Premier would cause an
investigation of the allegations to bhe
made with a view to the prevention of
such treasonalile practices in the future.

Tiue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forvest) replied ;- My attention has not
heen directed to this matter. I will ask
the police to make inquiries, but I hardly
think the alleged incident worth much
notice.

QUESTION -MINISTER OF MINES AS
DIRECTOR QF A SMELJING COM-
PANY,

Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier--1. Whether
it was true that the Minister of Mines
had become loeal divector of a company
which intended © carry on the work of
smelting at  Fremantle. 2. Whether
such compuny had receiveld, or wus te
receive, any subsidy, grant of land, or
other substantial gift or bonus from the
Government. 3. If sueh gift or pgrant
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had Leen made, or was to be made, by
what ollicer of the Govermmment it would
be allotted, or had already Deen so
allotted. 4. Whether such officer was or
would be under the control in any way of
the Minister of Mines.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied:—i. Yes. 2. Yes. 3.
Parliament will e asked to approve of
the agreement and of the subsidy. The
payment of the subsidy will be under the
control of the Treasurer, and the lease of
the land will be made by the Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands. 4. No.

MOTION- -QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

ADMISSION OF DISTINGUISHED VISITORS.

Mr. VOSPER: Before the orders of
the day are taken, I desire to move the
adjournment of the House in order to call
attention to a question of privilege. 1 do
it more for the sake of obtaining infor-
mation and taking the Speaker’s ruling
on a mabter which I consider of some
importance, than for any other object.
During the day of the opening of Parlia-
ment, :md I think on the subsequent day,
a gentleman who represents oue of the
English constituencies in the House of
Commons was admitted into the precinets
of this House, and took his seat some-
where on the floor of the Chamber. I
am sure no member of this House
would take exception to that, but every
one would agree in extending hos-
pitality and courtesy to distinguished
vigitors of that kind. But vesterday a
visitor came here from South Australia,
Mr. King O'Malley, and some mistake
was made in regard to the place assigned
to him within the Chamber. Mr. O’Malley
took his seat in the gallery usually re-
served for members of the Legisiative
Couneil, and the Ser, geant—at—Arms came
to me and suggested that I should request
Mr. O'Malley to move from the gallery.
I appealed to you, Mr. Speaker, and you
kindly gave permission for Mr. O’Malley
to be in that gallery. Tt would be betier
if it were well understood amongst mem-
bers of this House what is the exact
position of persons who come here as
visitors, being members of some other
Legislature. I think the members of the
House of Commons possess no privilege
over and above that possessed by members
of Parliament in the colonies; and I
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would like to know definitely what course
gshould he followed on sinular oeerusions,
My own knowledyge of Parliamentary
forms is so limited that T cannol sav
much about the matter: bui I may say

© that, in my capacity of a jonrnalist, T

have been in the habit of observing the
procedure in other Assemblics, and the
practice was for the Speaker to announce
to the House the presence of a member of
any other Legislature.  That practice was
not followed in the case of Mr. Lowles;
and I think weshould he glad. Mr. Speaker.
if youwould give us yourruling on the point.

Tue SPEAKER: T have anthority, by

. direction of the Standing Orders, to

admit four persons on the floor of the

House; amd T generally adnut dis-
tinguished persons-who may be visiting
us, or members of any Legislative

Assenbly or Legislative Council from any
other colony, to that privilege. If T see
them or know of their presence, 1 invite
them to take a seat on the floor of the
House. I ¢id that jast night, for when
Mr. Lowles came here and sent up his
card, I immediately directed the messenger
to ask him to take a seat on the floor of
the House. Mr. King O'Malley asked if
he could occupy a seat where the Leyis-
lative Councillors sit. and T said,  Cer-
tainly.”

Tue PREMIER: Having had some
experience in visiting other parts of the
world, especially 1 the Australian
colonies, I may say I never for a mowment
understood that I had a right, as a mem-
ber of the Legislatnre of this colony, to
enter any Assembly in those colonies or
in any partof the woerld. 'The procedure
is perfectly clear. You get seme
member to ask for an order from the
Speaker. If the Speaker does nof see
you humself, yon send your card and ask
him. He gives vou an order to go into
the House, or in some other convenient
part. In Victoria, a resolution is passed

 Dbefore a visiting member or any visitor

can get a seat on the floor of the House.

' If Mr. King O'Malley desived a seat, the

least he could have done was to ask for
it. I should be sorry if the idea went
forth that we did not desire to show every
courtesy to distinguished visitors; but the
least they can do is to let ns know they
are here, and I am sure no one would he
more anxious than the Speaker of this

~ House to show every consideration to
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them. If they do not let us know they
are here, they have no right to walk
straight into this House as a matter of
COUrse.

Mz. VOSPER: I beg leave to with-
draw the motion, and to thank you, Mr.
Speaker, and also the Premier, for the
inforation given me. I should not have
moved the adjourmment of the House,
but for the fear that we might gain an
unmerited reputation for discourtesy.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

MOTION—ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
FOURTH DAY OF DEBATE.

[Debate resumed on the motion for
adoption of the Address-in-Reply to the
Governor's Speech, and on the amend-
ment moved by Mr. Leake to add certain
words expressing regret that legislation
was not to be introduced this session for
reducing the food duties, which amend-
ment was treated by the Government as
a motion of want of confidence.]

Mr. VOSPER: In the course of his
speech last night the Premier took excep-
tion to the want of heart and vigour in
the speech made by the leader of the
Opposition. I confess I am not person-
ally cognisant of any lack of vigowr on
the part of the hon. gentleman. On the
contrary, the impression I formed was
that he seemed rather to revel in the task
before him. Further, the right hon.
gentleman complained that there was
a lack of statistics and figures on the
part of the leader of the Opposition. I
can only say that whatever complaints
the right hon. gentleman may have
made on that score will not lie against
myself, I risein support of the amend-
ment before the House with the greatest
possible pleasure; and I can assure the
right hon. gentleman that there will be
no lack of facts and figures, so far
as I am personally concerned ; in fact, I
expect a complaint that there will be a
good deal too many of them. I heartily
congratulate the Premier on the excellent
speech he gave us yesterday. Tt wasa
forcible deliverance, and in many respects
a masterly utterance. Taken from his
standpoint, it was everything that could
be desired. It certainly seemed to have
the effect of rousing the flagging members
of his party, and of giving them a little
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Amendment, fond duties.

previously possessed. Thespeech,I think,
fulfilled all the requirements of a speech of
that kind but oue, und that was, 1t failed
to convinee. It did everything but carry
conviction, I will say, though, that if
the Premier failed to carry conviction, he
went within a measurable distance of
attaining that object. When I heard
him, in the strongest language at his
command, affirm that the food duties
were absolutely essential to the welfare
and well-being of the people of this
colony, I began to think that possibly he
was right, and that, if that were the case,
I was sitting on the wrong side of the
Honse; but, after giving us so much
eloquence on the advantages and merits
of the present fiscal system, the right
hon. gentleman deliberately turned round
and gave a balf promise, for it was
very Little more, that in order to keep
the Grovernment majority together and
conciliate the goldfields members, he
pledged himself to a programme of
reform. He was prepared to throw
the food duties to the winds. I came
to the conclusion that either the first
part of his speech was a display of
oratorical fireworks, or else the right hon.
gentleman was not sufficiently convinced
of the merits of the case himself to be able
to stick to his guns. As a member of
the Opposition, I say that we have no
need to be grateful to the Ministry for
the course they have taken. First of all,
they threw down the gauntlet in the most;
emphatic way, and afterwards, when the
leader of the Opposition took the gauntlet
up, he received a very severe scolding
from the Premier for having done so. We
do not feel grateful to the Premier that
he has seen fit to “climb down,” because
looking at it from our standpoint there
was an easier method of getting down
than to climb down, and that was to fall
down, and I must say that, for my part, I
should witness the fall of the Ministry
with the utmost indifference. The Pre-
mier went on to say that, however much
we might complain of protection in any
form so long as that protection affected
us injuriously, we were all in favour of it
so long as there was anything to be gained
from 1t; and he went on to say that the
labourers in this colony were anxious to
protect their labour against the cheap
labour from abroad. That is a form of

mor¢ firmness on their legs than they | protection which I think every one will



Address-in-Teply :

be inclined to indorse, but I deny that
we advecate it as a question of wages
alone. There is a morul side of the ques.
tion, and the most importunt side of the
question is that of racial degeneration. I
believe thiat the people in this colony are
capable of taking care of themselves hy
means of their trade unions, and that they
will keep wages up, whatever may be
done to bring them down. I would not
advocate the exclusion of Asiatics if it
were only a question of wages; lut I
would like to ask the Premier what he
has done in the last seven yvears to give
the labourers thut protection which he
claims they are pining for. I remember
that three yeurs ago when Leame down here

on behalf of the goldfields, u portion of |

which I represent to-day, to seek an in-
terview with the right hon. gentle-
mnan on this question, I was refused an
interview because the Government &id
not consider it convenient at that time
to deal with the Afghan question. Tf
there be an outery against Asiatic aliens
m this colony, I say it is very largely due
to the faults of the existing Government,
for during the last seven yewrs we have
had ample opportunity of putting an end
to the state of things which produced
that. outery,  The Government have dis-
tinctly refused to give the labouvers the
protection they demanded. ‘They have
been so busy giving protection to farmers,
that they have not had time to give it to
anybody else.  After this we were told
that even the miners desired protection.
Of course that pretence is untenable.
You cannot pretend that the mining in-
dustry is one which requires protection.
No fiscal system that could be devised
could help the miner in the slightest
degree. We may always get a fiscal
system that would harm us, and I con-
tend we have one now. The Premier
recognised the impossibility of protecting
the miner; but, he says, the miners have
had concessions made to them in the form
of works. There has never been a rail-
way or a post-office, or any other kind of
public work, construsted on the goldfields
unless substantial guarantee has bheen
given that the cost would be repaid. That
has been the case in every instance. Even
in the case of the Coolgardie railway, there
was ample promise that it would be paid
for before the line was opened, and no
one lmew that better than did the right
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hon. the Premicr. If he did not
Enow it, there was evervthing to in-
dicate it.  We are told that the pas-
toral people required wnd obtained pro-
tection. I do not deny that. They
certainly do get protection, iund a great
deal more than the importance or the
value of the industry warrants; and, so
far as I can see, the only return the
pastoralists make is to occasionally come
here and practically demand remission of
renis, which they generally get.

Tre Premier: They have not gob it
yet, anyway.

Mz VOSPER: Waell, it has not heen
for the wunt of asking, at all events. I
do not kiow any class, taking them as a
whole, which asks for more from the
Government, or is more disloyal to it
I say that distinctly and emphatically,
for the simple reason that the
members of the pastoral industry have
been at the bottom, the top, and the
middle of the movement for separation
for years past; and that movement las
been rising and falling by torns for
several yeurs past, and the pastoral
industry has been solely responsible for
it. And as for the agriculturists,
they certainly are exceedingly well
protected ; and they pay for the pro-
tection they receive at the hands of this
country by not even producing enough food
for their own consumption. The Premier
asked the members not to sacrifice
the substance for the shadow. I think
that, like most similes, that is cap-
able of more than one application.
There is absolutely no doubt that the
hon. gentlemen on the Government side
of the House have pretty well all the
substance which this country can afford ;
and it 15 a fact that the people of this
country, for the most part, are obliged to
be satisfied with the shadow. Let those
who are associated with the various rings
which control the price of produce in this
colony talk about substance and shadow,
if they dare. Let those who go in for
sham reforms falk about substance and
shadow, ‘There is no doubt whatever
that the substance of everybthing worth
having in this country is to be found on the
Government side of the House, and the
shadow of it on the side of the people,
Tt is the people here who have to be satis-
fied with the shadow thrown by the sub-
stance. And, carrying this simile a Little
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further, the right hon. gentleman certainly

[ASSEMBLY.!

has asked his followmg—more particu. |

larly that portion who are of a move
liberal type than he and his colleagues—
to he satisfied with a mere shadow. He
says. “Give us a substantial majovity ;
give us the substance and keep us in
power, and we will give vou in veturn a
shadowy and vague promise that, when it
suits our vonvenience, we will give vou
some small por tion of those thmus vou
ask for now.”" Now, I think that under
the circumstances it will be acknow-
ledged--if not on both sides of the
House, at least on this side—that the
most shadowy thing which cccurred in the
course of the Premier's speech was that
promise to reform. at some future time,
the fiscal system of this country. And
ay the Opposition are not in the habit of
being satisfied with mere shadows or of
grasping at them, I for one distinctly
refuse to be satisfied with auything of the
kind. And I say that I stand in the
same position as if I had moved this
amendment myself, and am entitled, if I so
choose, to discuss all the points which
have been raised during the last portion
of the debate. Now, coming down to the
subject itself, I contend that, in dealing
with the agricultmral industry of this
colony, there exists, in reality, no need
for protection by means of specific duties.
1 say that, in this colony, we have the
advantage of no less than three distinct

forms of protection. First of all, we have.

the advantage of being closer to the
markets than the people in the eastern
colonies aud elsewhere. People who
grow vegetables and food of various kinds
m Victoria and in New Scuth Wales are

very much further oft from the markets |

than our own farmers —so far off, in fact,
that it makes a difference in the price of
the article to the amount of £1 10s, or
£2 per ton.  This is a duty which is not

attributable to the Government, but which

is attributable to the natura]l order of
things. That, in itself, I think, should
be considered as a very valuable form of
protection ; and hesides, we have a second
form of protection, and it belongs more
especially to the food supplies, which
we contend should be admitted either
duty free or at a very reduced tariff.
All kinds of vegetables and cereals are
liable to various accidents. 'They become
stale and unfit for use, and consequently

Aneendiment, food dulies,

the value of every importation of that kind
is diminished.  Part of the protection
imposed by the Government cousists of
duties so extremely heavy as to be
almaost prohibitive.  I'say vou can scarcely
call anything in the nature of taxation
protective, when there is little or nothing
to protect. I have already contended
that the farmers do not now produce
suflicient. for our own consumption.  Look
at the agricultural districts: visit the
farmers, and you will see very httle of
their own produce on their tables. Let
us take for example the yield of wheat.
The estimate for the cwrrent vear—an
estimate made in the early part of 1897,
and one supposed to be under faveurable
conditions —the yield of whent was esti-
mated not to exceed 250,000 hushels for
the cirent year, and the conswmption of
this colony is at least 1,000,000 bushels.
There remains a difference of 750,000
bushels for the year. No inatter what
gpecious arguments may be adduced by
the Premier and those who sit on the
other side of the House, in vegard to the
reason why money goes out of the colony,
there vou have sufficient reason for a
large export of money continnally taking
place from our shores. Every scrap of
meat that comes here has to be paid for,
and as long as that continues it must be a
continual drain, and nothing can possibly
prevent it. Until food supplies approxi-
mate more to the demand, the Govern-
ment has no right to wring an unjust im-
post oub of the people. 1say a tax is not
protective, the incidence of which falls un-
justly onany particular section of the com-
munity. Take for example the instance
of the Customs taxation as it stands af
the present time. The Customs returns for
1896 show that certain articles—luxuries
for the most part, which only the rich
or middle classes can afford—are in almost
every instance imported at a compara-
tively low rate of duty, while those articles
which every man consumes, and which
form the staple food of the poor classes,
are most heavily taxed. I will take, for
example, luxuries. They are called Juxur-
ies, although to some people they become
necessaries of life.  These articles are
taxed ad salorem or ab a certain percent-
age ou the cost. Then other articles
which the poor must obtain in order to
live are specifically taxed, that is at so
much per pound, ton, or bushel, as the
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case may be, and
ohserve, when we reduce
standard, the percentage the duty bears

it is singular to
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all to one -

to the ¢ost, and how much greater the tax |
15 on the necessaries of life than it is on -

the luxuries,
watches arve 10 per cent. ; silks, satins, lace
goods, -gloves, drugs, apothecaries’ wares,
and pianos, 15 per ceat. ; carriages, fancy
goods, furniture, jewellery, perfumes,

precious stones, fancy soap, gold and .

silver plate, 20 per vent.; champagne, 24
per cent.; but no man, since the boom
has gone, can afford to take champagne
with regularity, but he must take bacon,

For instance, carpets and °

. out of the colony.

and bacon hus to pay no less than 50 per -

cent,
as against our duties. - Butter is 20 per
cent. ; cheese, 55 per cent.; flour, 23 per
cent. ; currants, 140 per cent.; ruisins,
110 per cent.; other dried fruits, except
dates, 50 per cent.; hams, 35 per cent.;
onions, 29 per cent.; and potatoes, 48
per cent. In every instance I find that
the necessaries of life are most heavily
taxed as compared with the luxuries. A
tariff of that kind is unjust. It is
legislating for the benefit of the rich as
against the wants and requirements of the
poor. It is such a tariff as should he
swept off the statute book as quickly as
possible. If it should have the effect of
wrecking fifty Governments, I should huve
no hesitation in assisting to bring about
that wreck.

Tue Presier:  The sume duties exist
in the colony you come from.

Mr. VOSPER: The fact thut unjust
imposits exist in other colonies is no
reason why they should exist in fhis.
[Tue PrEmigr: It is an mgument.] It
is no argument. Because u murder is
committed in Perth, it is no reason why
a murder should be committed in Fre-
mantle.
one right. If vou take your 250,000
bushels of wheat and change it into
bread, as a basis for illustration, it means
that the farmers of this colony, who are
enjoying & most bountiful seiwson, as it is
called in the Governor's Speech, having
all the advantages of naturnl and artificial
protection which the Govermment give
them, under all these advantages are
capable during the present year of pro-
ducing o food supply of half a loaf of
bread per week for every member of the
pepulation. That means that, if we

Iam taking the Victorian prices

No two wrongs will ever make

Awewdment, fond dubies.  G7
confine ourselves to the local food supplies,
the prisoners in the Fremuntle Gaol
would be better off, if they have the legal
ration, than members sitting on the
Government benches. The right hon.
gentleman yesterday, and other members,
spoke of the amount of money being sent
The fact that so much
money is sent out of the colony is a grave
indictment against their policy. 1 will
admit that all they have said, and all that
has been said on the Opposition side, is
perfectly correct.  The eolony leaks money
in the same way as a colander leaks
water. The questien is how is it best to
stop the leakage? The reason of this
large leakuge of money is that life is so
much more attractive in the Bastern colo-
nies than it is here, and it should be the
duty of the Government to make life
more attractive here than it is. [A
Memser: What about Tattersall’'s?] It
may be that Tattersall’s does take away
some money; and, seeing we have so
many small  sweeps” in this colony, the
(tovernment might do worse than nvite
Tattersall to come here. We already
swallow the gnats; and we may as
well consime the camel. I contend
that the first effect of taking off these
duties will be to materially increase
our population, and in that way
the Governinent, the country, and the
Treasury will be amply compensuted
for awny temporary Foss of revenue
they may encounter. I do not believe
any such loss of revenne will he pro-
duced. The probability is that there will
be a gain instead of o loss.  FEvenif we are
to have a loss, und it is twice as much as
is set. forth by hon. members on the other
side, it will be better to face that loss and
have a greater gain in the long run.  The
question has been asked, how can the
revenie be made up in the event of our
losing it? I do not see the necessity of
making up the revenue, because the cir-
cumstances of the Government are such
that it would not be necessary. The
revenue of this colony is at least
£200,000 ahead of South Australia, which
colony has three times our population,
and that being the case we can afford to
lose that revenne and still maintain
the Government as they do in that
colony.

A Mexrer: They have no public
works policy there,
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Mr. VOSPER: Possibly they have '
not, but at the same time a large propor- .
tion of the embarrassment here has no

doubt heen caused by vonstructing works
out of revenue which should have been
constructed out of loan. T say that if we
require to make up this difference which

it is alleged will take place in ovr -
revenue —speaking for myself and for my -

constituents, and I believe I' speak for
majority of the goldfields members and
the members of the Opposition—our
people would not object to the imposition

of taxation to make up that difference. -

The Govermment might. impose gome form
of direct taxabion.
mncome tax, becanse most of the incoines
are on the other side, and the poor men

T will not suggest an

are on this side so that it wonld
he wuseless.  We might surely put
some taxation on land and dividends.

We all know that in this colony we have
thousands of acres of land locked up

which shonld he turned to account for

settlement. The owners of that land are

living in London or elsewhere; some .

cannot he found ; and some of this Jand
could be turned to good acconnt. If it
would not yield anything else it wonld
vield o tax, and if the owners would not

pay the tax they should give up the -

land, as owners have to do n
Zealand. We have a Government pur-
chasing land for every conceivable and
inconceivable purpose. What we ohject.
to in the taxation that is inposed at the
present time is that you tax aur capital and
labour before we have a chance of tnrning
them to a profitable account. Every farth-
ing of English and colonial capital that
comes here, and every farthing of the
capital in the country, is taxed. A duty
is charged on nearly everything. [Twue

New !

Amendment, food dutios.

out of it. I am willing to admit, in
referring to this land question again, that
the Government have tried, in their own
peculiar way, to do something to provide
n remedy for an evil which ther admit.
They passed recently a Land Purchase
Act, and that Act must fail in its
ohject. The land which in years gone
by was purchased for a song s now
paid for by the Government under
that Aect, at boom rates. The country
has to pay the piper. The tendency
of exchanging land for capital in the way
now adopted is to ensure the property
again accumulating in the hands of a few,
and thus the evils intended to be remedied
are in reality perpetunted. Besides that,
such an Act as this on the statute
book gives a power to the Government
which they should uot have. It gives
them a power which might lead to cor-
ruption. The fact is that the whole of
the henefits are shared by only o portion
of the population, whileall the population
is taxed for that benefit. T have another
reason why the existing system of semi-
protection should not, be continued. There
is an old saving that experience teaches
pevple various things.  When you try to
do a certain thing, and find your method
fail, that is proof it is not suitable, and you
look for something better. Evervbody
who is acguninted with the history of the

- colony must know that the old Legis-

Premigr: Oh, no.] Take for example '

the case of mining machinery, that is
supposed to be duty free, but how does it
work out in actual practice? While the
Government do not charge duty on the
actual machinery, snch as stamper heads
and so forth, they tax all those things
that are required for the making of the
beds of the batteries, the vats for cyanide
works—all these things have to pay heavy
duties. It would be infinitely better for
the colony as a whole, for the capitalists
and the labour classes, if taxation were
imposed, not on the capital entering into
the country, but on the profits they take

lative Council and the present Parliament
have heen tinkering with the tariff for
thirty or forty years. Hardly a year
las passed by without some tinker-
ing taking place. We will take for
example the changes that have taken
lace during the last 40 years. Prior to
1854 all food stuft, except ten. coffee, and
sugar, which were specially taxed, paid an
import duty of 5 per cent. if they came
from Great Britain and the British pos-
sessions, and 6 per cent. if from foreign
ports. In 1854 flour and a number
of other articles were placed on the
free list. In 1856 grain, salt, and
pressed meats (except hams and bacon)
were added to the free list. Butter
from 1872 to 1876 paid a duty of 3d.
per 1b.; from 1876 to 1879 it was ad-
mitted free; from 1879 to the present
time the duty bas been 2d. per Ib. Cheese
from 1872 to 1876 paid 2d. per lb., when
it was raised to 3d. Dried fruits of all
kinds, except dates, from 1872 to 1879
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paid 2d. per Ib.; in rhe latter year the duty ! of.

advanced to 3d. In 1872 grain of all
kinds, except rice, was tcmed 6d. per

bushel ; in 1876 it was placed on
the free list; in 18793 a tax of 1O
per cent. od valorem was imposed ;

in 1882 it was changed to 4d. a bushel;
in 1888 ocats and barley paid 4d. per
bushel; wheat, maize, and grain 6d. a
Lushel. In 1879 flour paid a duty, the
first time since 1854, the amount imposed
heing 10 per cent. ad valorem ; in 1882 it
wis changed to 20s. per ton. In 1872 Lay
and chaff paid 20s. per ton; in 1876 it
was changed to 10 per cent.; in 1879 to
124 per cent.; in 1882 to ]75 6d. per ton,
and 1n.1888 to 20s. per ton. In 1872 the
duty on potatoes was fixed at 10s. per ton,
in 1888 it was advanced to 20s. In
1876 bacon was 2d. per 1b., in 1879 it
was rmsed to 3d. Onions in 1879 were
10s. per ton, in 1888 the duty was in-
creased to 20s. per ton. In 1872 meal
was taxed 20s. pér ton, m 1876 it was
placed on the free list, and in 1879 ineal,
bran, and pollard were taxed 10 per cent. ;
in 1882 it was changed to 10s. per ton,
and in 1883 advanced to 20s. Live stock
of all kinds were admitted free of duty
from 1854 to 1888. when a duty of 20s.
per head was imposed on horses, 30s. on
cattle, 25, 6. on sheep, and 4s. on pigs,
except animals for breeding purposes.
The same thing has gone on up to the
present time. Scarcely a year has pgone
by without the tariff being tinkered with.
Every Legislature has had a trial at 1t, and
bas failed to make it produce the result ex-
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There is an improved market now,
| and there is the inflow of new-comers
from the Eastern colonies— men who
appear to be built of different material
altogether from the old West Aus-
I do not say that as
a rveproach, but they seem to bhe imbued
with different idens, and they evidently
mean business, while the old race of
farmers seem to me to mean nothing in
particular. We have alse the advantage
of the infusion of new energy into the
Lands Department since it has heen
handed over. Under the old adminis-
tration the department was simply a kind
of political mummy: now, huppily, it
has a vigorous and energetic man at the
head of it; its old swathings have been
taken off, and it has hecome a living
and breathing thing. One good Minister
of Lands iz capable, in the term of
his office, of doing more good for the
advancement of agriculbure than all
the duties that were ever imposed in
the way of protection. Another thing
which has helped that advancement has
been the pushing out of agricultural rail-
wayvs in different directions, and, although
T am a goldfields representative, I shall
never oppose an agricultural railway

" where T can see the faintest chance of its

pected of it. Such being the case, I think |

it is nearly time we abolished it altogether
from the subject before o1 Parliament. I
think in all these long years—from 1854 to
the present time—when the farmers have

had more or less protection, they should .

have reached a point where they
were able to defy competition, but
up to the last few years we have had
only a small and un-productive farming
population. From 1891 to 1897 we have
had excellent work, and new when the
population demands a million bushels of
wheat, the farmers are preducing only
250,000 bushels. It is a peculiar fact
that during the period from 1891 to 1897
in which the duties have undergone reduc-
tions, all the real progress in regard to
agriculture has taken place: hefore that,

the progress was not worth taking notice |

doing good to its particular district and
to the colony. I believe this is the policy
which will he followed in regard to agri-
cultural questions by all the members in
this part of the House. That is my
position, at all events, and T will be pre.
pared to do a great deal more for agricul-
ture than people generally suppose a
goldfields member is inclined to do. I
say the true direction in which to foster
the agricultural interesl does not lie in
the imposition of protective duties; that
it lies in developing your lands, promot-
ing and extending your railway system,
and it lies also in that successful form of
protection known as the bonus system.
Mare good can be done to agriculture by
the Lonus system, two or three times
over, than can be done by all the tarifis
that were ever imposed ; for under a pro-
tective tariff, all are protected equally,
whereas with a bonus in favowr of par-
ticular agricwltural products, the greatest
portion of the bhenefit will go to the
energetic and the industrious.

Mr. PesserarAer: To the middle-
main.



100 Address-in-Reply :

Mz. VOSPER: The hon. member for |
the Greenough, as an old Victorian, will at
leust Dbear e out in this-—and no one
hus  fought more for frectrade than the
Lon. member did us o Victorinn, although
he finds himself now on the verge of
entering a  protectionist Cabinet—that
the bonus system has done more for the .
buiter indunstry alone in Victoria than .
any other form of protection.

Mg, Pevwverarser: Why has it been l
taken oft ?

Me. VOSPER : Simply because it has
done its work, It may be difficult to
carry out o bouus svstem but the Prewmier
is sent into this House to overcome diffi-
culties, and he is not expected to bow
down before natural difficulties in the same
way as he does hefore the Opposition, for if
he were to do that he would do nothing
at all. It is sometimes said the onlookers
see most of the game. Tknow that when
I went to Beverley recently, as one of the
members who sturted on the trip round
by Esperance, at the Beverley railway
station we were fed with preserved
potatoes, which did not induce us to form
a high opinion of the agricultural activity
of the people at Bevelle_y When T went
down to Bunbury some few months ugo |
and made some inguiries there, in
district which appears to be an agricul-
tural paradise in many respects, L found
that visitors were fed on butter imported
from Vicforia, on tinned meat imported
from outside, and on fresh fish imported
from Mandurah and Perth. One does
not form a high opinion of the intelligence
and enterprise of an agricultural people
who live on importations such as these;
and it does appear to me that, if they
were not spoon-fed with Government
works, they would probably soon be as
extinet as the dodo, and I do not know
that it would not be a good thing if they
were. What a contrast is presented
between these agricultural districts and
the condition of things which obtains on
the goldfields, even in reference to agri-
culture; for although there is no wuter
on the Eastern goldfields, yet when you
do go to a nining district you will find
that in any camp of miners there is an
attempt to cultivate the soil and raise
something. If the old race of furmers in
this colony could have their way, they
might be inclined to put an excise dnty on
Coolgnrdie cabhages. When I was at

[ASSEMEBILY.]
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Norsoman, with other members who made

" the trip by way of BEsperance, I saw some

cabbages grown on the field, and T re-
marked then that the only fault T saw in
those cabbuges was that they lacked henrt,
wnd T wis not surpr mcd,‘tftu the trentiment.
the people on that side have received from
the Government, and the neglect they
have suffered during the last Fow years,
that even a ca,blmge should lose heart.
Comparing these exnmples of what iz
being done in different districts, it seems
to me clear that on one side you hive an
enterprising population who are sur-
rounded with hard conditions; that on
the other side vou lave 2 population
ocenpying one of the finest picces of
country in this coleny, a very lund of
Goshen, u land flowing with milk and
honey, but the people settled in it lack
enterprise cnough to scoop in the honey,
and have not energy enough even to
skini the mitk. Of course the farmer
knows perfectly well that if he produces
what he considers too much of any class of
article, it muy have a tendency to make
prices full ; and so be is inclined to agree
with others of his class in lowering the
production as much ug possible, for keep-
g up the prices. That has occurred in
this colony, ind the rest of the population
has suffered asu consequence. Referring
now to the duties which have Dbeen in
operation during the period from 1857
to 1889, though I cannot show there
has been a steady increase in the duties,
yet taking o few specimen years at inter-
vals of 5 or 7 years apart, it will be found
that there bas been u continual increase of
pnports. Thus,in 1857 the imports of food
gtuffs amounted in value to £7,235,
in 1873 the amount had increased to
£25,491, in 1877 the hnports had gone
up to £59,719, in 1883 they rose to a
total of £90,409, and in 1883 to £98,953.
I say it was up to 1889 that the incrense
in the duties took place; and I want to
show that this increase did not stimulate
production in the colony to the extent
expected, nor did the arvea of land under
cultivation increase proportionately to the
increase of population.

Tae PrEmrer: There was no increase
of duties in 1889,

MR. VOSPER: Iam notswe How
much did the area under cultivation
imerease during that period ? I find that
in 1857 the wrea under cultivation in the
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colony was 17,973 acres; in 1873 it had
mereased to 51,724; i 1877 it had
decreased to 50,591 ; in 1881 it went up
to 54,260 ; in 1839 it had further increased
to 73,408 acres. But are these small
increases in  proportion to the in-
crease of population and of imports?
In 1873 the population in the colony was
25761 ; in 1877 it was 27,838; in 1883
it had increased to 31,700; and in 1889
the population had risen to 43,698. This,
I contend, is a simple matter of propor-
tion; andI say therehas not been, during
any period, a sufficient quantity of land
cultivated to feed the population, as is
proved clearly enough by the imports. It
15 u peeuliar fact that the imports have
inereased in a proportionate rate with the
food duties. Since 1890 we have seen
those new markets and new conditions
which should encourage agriculture very
greatly, and yet in 1893, after five years
of the improved conditions, we find the
population amounted to 101,325 and a
cultivated arca of only 97,921 acres, o
considerably less than one acre per indi-
vidual. Then there is another feature.
Af the time when dufies were very small
the exports were large. In 18G5 the
articles imported into the colony free were
live stock, hrend, biscuits, bran, corn and
other gmins, flour, and meal. Except
bacon and lam, all soil and dairy prodncts
were charged 7 per cent. TIn that year
the 1mports were £6,188, while the
export of flour wus £8,270, grain £123,
potatoes £353, making a total of £8,746,
or an excess of exports over imports
of £1,558. The arex under cultivation
that year
22,249 were under wheat. In 1866,
owing I suppose to the bad season, im-
ports suddenly incrensed to £11,711, and
exports went down to £1,301.  Still
there was an export trade which does not
exist at the present day. In 1867 im-
ports and exports just about balanced.
In that year £12,078 was spent on im-

ports, und £12,788 received for exports.

In 1869 the inports were £9,126, while '

the exports were £21,463. In 1869 the
imports rose agnin to £23,728, while the
exports fell to £1,102. Tn 1871 the
exports were £4.853. and, skrnge to say,
the exports were larger than the previous
vear, ithough there was a tree tariff for

five stock, flour, and meul.  Everything
else was charged 7 per cent.  Tu 1872 we
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wis 38,180 acres, of which .
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had another change of tariff; bran and
pollard were charged 20s. per ton, butter
3d. per Ib., cheese 2d. per Ih., fruits 2d.,
hay 20s. per ton, meal 20s. per ton,
potatoes 10s. per ton, meat 2d. per lb.,
and other products 7 per cent., while
flour was admitted tree. In that vear
the imports were £9,583, and the ex-
ports £3,242.  In the year following,
immediz Lteh on this increase in the
tariff. the imports rose to £25,491, while
the exports fell to nothing at all—al-
solutely nothing. In 1874 the imports
did aot, increase, showing £24,664, while
the exports were again nothing. The
cultivated area, I may say, for these bwo
years fell off from 51,724 acres in 1873
to 45,292 weres in 1874, These were the
first two years of the opemtu)n of a
portion of the present tariff. TIn 1875
the imports amounted to £15,929, while
exports were nif. In 1876 imports were
£18,769, exports nil. In 1877 imports
again went ap to £59,719, exports again
nil. In 1878 the imports were £54, 729,
and again no exports. In 1879 the tarifi
was once more raised, and in that year the
imports amounted to £51,378, exports
nil. Then we go on from that time to
the vear 1882, when there wuas unother
incrense of the tariff. The imports in
that vear amounted to £94.,696, and the
exports were again wil.  In 1883 the
imports were £90,409 and the exports
nothing, as usual. I may say that for

" the years 1852 and 1883 the aren under
" cultivation

fell from 56,691 acres itu
54,260 acres. I contend that all these
fluctuations indicate clearly enough that
the agricdtora] industry in those davs

“was w great deal wore affected hy the

state of the weather than anything else.
Tf the twrift affected the industry at all,
the effest was to lessen the amount of
energy and enterprise of the farners, and
to decrease the production of the conntry,
In 1865, which was practically a free-
trade vear, there was 2 large export of
fond ; and we find the same thing in 1866.
8o it goes on for some years.

Mn. Morgavs: What were theexports¥

Mz, VOSPER: Flour, pofatees, and
articles of that kind.

Me. DMomax: Why
population exch year?

Me. VOSPER: T wun do all that.

Mr. Morax : Youure proving nothing,
as it is.

not  wgive the
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Mr. VOSPER: I have no desire to ' My

inflict a mass of figures on the House
unless there is necessity for it, and I
will be content with the figures I have
already given which show the increase of
population. In the old days, when agri-
culture had to rely on itself and was not
bolstered up by tariffs and Government
concessions, and by the general petting by
Ministries crenera.lly, it exhibited more
enterprise, energy, and vigour than at the
present time. The producers were not
only able to grow enough for themselves,
butalso to contribute to the world’s food
supply. In those days the exports did
not always pay, but the fact that there
were exports showed that those engaged
in agriculture desired to do trade, whereas
now it is doubtful whether they have the
desire to supply the necessities of the
people. The moral these figures teach, if
they teach anything at all, is that the
Government should take off the duties,
pull down the forcing house which
has been erected around agriculture,
and place the producing industry in the
keen atmosphere of competition. Tet
those engaged in the industry understand
that their position in the world is like
that of the hog in the fable, that they
have either got “to “root or to die” If
it were fully understood that those en-
gaged in the agricultural industry must
work for a living like those in any other
industry, a great deal more work would
be done and better results would he ob-
tained. The policy the Government should
endeavour to pursue is to take the tax oft
all those things necessary for our existence,
and, if it be necessary, to impose other
taxation. Let taxation be placed on some
of those luxuries I have just emunerated.
Let the taxation be put on idle lands, and
on the dividends of those companies who
are fortunate enouvgh to take wealth out
of the country, instead of on the capital
which is invested here. Such a policy
would be much more fair and equitable
than that at present pursued. I beheve,
with the hon. member for Central Mur-
chison, that such a policy would resultin
direct national profit. I very much regret
what fell from the Premier with regard to
the mining industry, It seems to be re-
garded—in the Premier’s mind at least—
as almost an offence for a member to
strongly urge the claims of the mining
industry on the attention of the House.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment, food dutivs.

friend, the hon. member for East
(Joolga.rdw had reason to complain of
that in the last Parliament, but T think
there 1s a sufficient number of mining
members here to take care that nothing
of the sort occurs in this Parliament. The
secret of this country’s greatness and of
the prosperity of its industries-—including
agriculture—lies in the cultivation and
development of the mineral industry. The
more mining is developed, the more agri-
culture will develop. Mining makes the
market, and where the demand is there
the supply will be also.

Mg. Moran: The agricultural party
are our best friends.

Mr. VOSPER: I am told by an hon.
memnber, who should know a great deal
hetter, that the agrieultural party are our
best friends. If so, they are a very pecu-
liar kind of friends. In this House and
outsidc, they are always telling us, © Cod-
lin is your Friend, not Short That is
the attitude of the Premier on every pos-
sible oocasion.

Mr. Morax: The Government gave
railways to the goldfields.

Mr. VOSPER: Can the member for
East Coolgardie deny the well-known fact
that, for every concession yiven to the
goldfields, the goldfields have had to pay
“t.hwugh the nose ¥’ The goldfields do
not owe any debt of gratitude to the Gov-
ernment, who simply gave them their own,
grudgingly and reluctantly, in many
©ases,

Me. Morax : I have had four years’
cxperience of the Government.

Mre. VOSPER: I regret that the
member for Bast Coolgardie has not made
better use of his experience. A man who
comes into the House and simply loses
sight of the facts he knew on the gold-
fields, and gets himself into such a state
of mental obfuscation that he cannot
remember the things he said on the plat-
form, is deteriorating by his parliamentary
experience. We have the advice of a
great statesman given to some of the most
prominent men of our celony. WMr.
Chamberlain, speaking at a. public func-
tion in London, said: * Get population,
and all else will follow.” I think that is
rood advice, well worthy of being followed
by this colony. Mr. Chamberlain is not
regarded as an ignorant man, or a man
of no intellectval quality.  What le suys
bears on ifs face the impress of sound
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wisdom; and the more his advice is
followed, the better i1t will be for the
colony and for the record of the present
Government. It has been said the
majority of the members of the House
have given their adhesion to the principles
of this amendment. SofarasI havebeen
able to ascertain from the speeches on the
hustings, that statement is perfectly
correct; but unfortunately the deterior-
ating influence of the atmosphere of Par-
liament House, io which I have lLefore
alluded, seems to make people rather
wenker than they were. Men who were
Samsons and giants on the goldfields
platforms hecome wmen of & different
character when they get into this House.
" I d6 uot kmow why, but it is & ¥Fery
great pity those members canuot stand
'h_\j thewr principles rather than by the
convenience of the Government. Govern-
ments may come and governments may
go, but a man’s principles and pledges
should be to him sacred, and he should be
prepared to carry them out and force
them to the extreme limit, letting the
consequences take care of themselves, It
is not our fault if the Government refuse
to carry out reforms, or are acting in
divect, defiance of the mandate of the
people. It is the duty of the goldfields
wmembers, and hon. members wha have
pledged themnselves to rveforms, to show
those worthy men who sent them here
that they are prepared to uct up to their
principles to the fullest extent. The
position of the Government party reminds
me much of the condition of affairs that
obtained in 1870, when the Sualtan of
Turkey decided he would have constitu-
tional government. He started a Par-
liament and followed English forms, so
far as he was able. He got representa-
tives from all the different portions of
the empire, and these peeple met in a
large room in one of the palaces ab Con-
stantinople, evervthing being on a strict
Parliamentary basis, to all appearance.
There was a Government and an Opposi-
tion, and all the rest of it. The troulle
wus that as soon as the Grand Vizier
moved a motion, the members simply
salaamed, and gave their assent to the
motion at once. When it pleased His
Imperial Majesty to send down a firman,
30 soon as it was received the members
prostrated themselves on the floor. That
seems to be the position of affairs on the
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' Government side of the House. When-
ever the right hon. gentleman has any-
thing to say to the House, his followers
prostrate themselves all round. I wish
him jov of the position.

Toe PreMIER: That s a very
story you are telling.

Mr. VOSPER: Yes; I said I went
back to the seventies, but I do not think it
has been told in this House hefore. Tt
certainly would not be fitting in me to say
much about the members for the gold-
fields, as I represent a portion of the gold-
fields myself; but I do say this, that if
they are willing to forsake their principles
= and fail the electors now, the time is not

very far distant when the electors will
* fail® theni. TIf -this amendment is mnot

varried, it will be due entirely to the per-
sonal influence of the Premier, coupled
with political pressure in some iunstances,
and want of political backbone in others ;
but, overriding all, is the immense per-
sonal influence which the right hon. the

Premier is known to possess. The time

will come when those hon. members who
. have forsaken their pledges will be called
upon to answer for their deeds before the
country. Befere T resume my seat 1
would like to say something with re-
ference to the right hon. gentleman who
commands what I have already termed
the Turkish side of the House. I will
only say this. There is much to admire
in the Premier, hut there is also much
. to deplore. There is another old story—
, which the right hon. gentleman will
* pardon me for repeating it —in “Bunyan's
i Pilgrim’s Progress,” a very respectable
| authority. There is a parable there of a
man whoe was seen with a muck-rake
gathering straws, while over his head an
angel was holding a crown of glory
which the man with the muck-rake would
not see. It reminds me of the right
hon. the Premier, who is busily engaged
in getting a few miserable votes that are
not worth the trouble of obtaining, and
trying to preserve a few miserable imposts
which are impeding the progress of the
country, while he is losing the opportunity
of bringing about real popular govern-
ment, and assisting in advancing the
interests of the country. Heis neglecting
the great ends for the sake of the small
ones. In order to carry this simile o its
logical conclusion, T would remind you of
a novel called “ Sybil, or the T'wo Nations,”

old
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by the late Lord Beaconsfield, in which
he pointed out that in England there
werg two nations—one was the rich and
the other the poor-—and between the two
there was a great gulf fixed. The position
here is precisely the same  The Premier
has not taken advantage of the immense
opportunities which his political position
has placed him in.  He has deliberately
chosen to go buckward, vather than to go
forward in the path of progress.

Tue Premier: We have made plenty
of progress.

M=z. VOSPER: Progress in public
works, perhaps, but little or no attempt
has been made to progress in any other
way. I predict that the time will
come when the writer of the record
of the right hon, gentleman’s distin-
gwished career will say that he made
the most of his many opportunities,
but missed the greatest opportunity
which his life presented to him. I
say that we are not advocating any rash
or revolutionary doctrine, we are not
agking you to abandon anything you have
done m the past, but simply asking youn
to return to the wisdom of the ancients.
This colony was practically freetrade at
one time. I say, let us go back fo some-
thing like what we had in our own history
some few years ago. I do not say, let us
be absolutely freetrade, but I do say, let
us make our ports as free as possible to
the ships of all nations and of all peoples.
I want to throw open our ports to the
world. It is of no use for me to say that
T hope the amendment will be carried. I
know full well it will not be carmied. I
know alse that anyone speaking as 1
am speaking is simply beating the air—
I won't say absolutely wasting the time of
the House, because I do not believe that
is the case. A muatter of this kind should
be thoroughly debated. If the discussion
we are having will not educate the Gov-
ernment, und it would take a very great
deal to do that, it ought to have the effect
at any rate of showing the people how
they are treated by the existing Ministry.
Speaking as a member of this House, and
as a member of the Opposition, T shall
always endeavour, when the necessity
arises, to obtain something like justice
for the mass of the people. T contend
that the cxisting system is unjust and
iniquitons ; and, even i it were certuin
that the country wonld suffer a loss by

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment, food duties.

the remission of the food duties, the sense
of justice and of honour should lead the
Government to reduce, if not abolish,
these duties. The existence of these
duties is the one thing which prevents us
from becoming the premier colony among
the Australasian group. Thope the promise
of the Government will be carried out next
session. After all that has been said and
done, the efforts of the Oppaosition will not
be altogether thrown away upon the Gov-
ernment benches, becanse they will at
least have led the Government to promise
to take some practical step. I lelieve the
result of this debate will be to bring about
some yubstantial reformy; and if that be
the case, the time of the House will not
have been wasted in listening to myself
and my colleagues. On the contrary, we
shall have served the country well, und
perhaps have saved the Government from
1ts own dammation.

Mr. HUBBLE: I rnise to oppose the
amendment, so ably propesed by my
friend the member for Albany. After
listening to the very many eloguent
speeches which fell from the lips of the
members of the Opposition benches, I feel
certain that all right-thinking members
in this House can come to only one con-
clusion, and that is that they have had a
very bad case laid before them. It seems
to me that the one great need of the
Opposition side of the House ig, not to
get the food duties remitted, but to get
the present Government ousted.

A Memser: That is a matter
detail.

Mr. HUBBLE: I would like to see
this great leviathan coach of Western
Australia in the hands of the Opposition
side of the House, for I am sure that any
driver who might attempt to drive these
new colts would get them in such an
entangled mass that he would have to call
upon the good old horses to run the
coach. After listening to the speeches
that have fallen from the other side, it
seems to me that hon. members opposite
think the Government are climbing down.
All T can say is that, to my mind, there is
no climbing down at all.  Paragraph
22 of His Excellency’s Speech states that
the Government do not intend to inter-

of

" fere with the present tariff during the

coming session; and thercfore T think it
is very clear thut they intended to bring
a notion torward at the next session, und
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the Premier has told vou, since this
debate has commeneed, that he intends
to take that course.

A MempEr: Can
Ministerial ?

Mr. HUBBLE: The pxescnt debate is
on the food duties. During the last
month or two there has been a great cry
about this one important question, and
to my own certain knowledge it has been
made one of the planks by most of the
gentlemen on the opposite side of the
House.
all. In no shape or form did any one of
my constituents want a reduction of the
food duties. I guite agree that, o a
certain extent, living in this colony is
wuch higher than.in some of the other
colonies, but I do not blame the duties to
any extent at ull. When we come to look
ab the rents—a question on which T inter-
rupted the hon. member for Albany
during his speech on the previous day—I
think hon. members will agree with me
that when the working man has to pay
10s. or £1 a week for his house rent, and
not ds. or 10s. which is the cost in the
other colonies, it is a great disadvantage
to him. [A MewseEr: And so is his
meat hill.] So is Ins ment bill, as the
hon. member says; but the hon. member
cannot tell me that his meat bill will be
materially affected if the duties are re-
moved.

A MEeMBEER:
ring ?

Mr. HUBBLE : T was not wware there
was one. We have heard o great deal
about this meat ring, but I for one know
of none. I am speaking now from in-
formation I have gained during the last
two or three weeks in reference to the
food duties which are being imposed by
the Government. We will take articles
such as butter, cheese, bacon, and eyys,
four of the principal lines talked about,
leaving out flour and meat.  As the
Premier said last night, the duty per
head for these four articles is somnething
like 10d. per head per week. I think
every person in the colony can well afford
to pay that amount. When you consider
how the working man spends his money
in other ways, he has nothing to grnmble
at in having {o pay 10d. per week duty
on these Eour articles of food,

A Memper: They don't grumble: it
is the Oppusition.

we take that as

What about the meat
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It was not one of my planks at |
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Mr. HUBBLE: Last week I saw a
warking man go into a tobaccouist’s shop
and spend 3s. 6d. for a week’s tobacco
supply. It is w shocking thing—[Ax
Hox. Memeegr: Oh, it 15 ternible!]—
when you compare this luxury which the
working man was going in for to the 104.
duty per week. He has nothing to
grumble at.

A MEemBER:
grumble.

M=r. HUBBLE: 1 do not think they
do. It is those agitators who go about,
and who are leoking after their own
personal benefit.  They would like to
have payment of wembers, and a few
other luxuries for the benefit of the work-

The working men do nof,

Adng man. A short time ago a Bill was

passed in this House known as the “ free
breakfast table.” Parliament took the
duties off tea, sugur, galvanised iron, and
kerosene, which is o luxury to the work-
ing man and to the miner, mining
machinery, of which we have heard a
greab deml and many other articles I
might mention. 1 say they have huad
their free breakfast table, and now they
want the food duties removed. I do not
know what next they will want. They
want cheap rents, and soon they will want
the houses for nothing at all. But I
think the landowner might reduce the
rents and give them a chance. I think
the free list of this colony will compare
favourably with thut of any of the other
colonies. If you take it right through, as
hon. members have said, it is equal to
the free list of any of the other colonies,
with the exception of New South Wules.
With regard to protection, I must admit
I am a protectionist to a certain extent.
The agricultunsts and the peeple who
are tilling the soil—who ure working from
morning to night trying to promote an
industry which I am sure hon. members

would like to sce succeed—need en-
courngement. Also the pastomlists, who

have gone into the northern part of the
colony and opened up the country; who
have suffered hardships walking and
riding ; who have been put up to be shot
at by the natives, and the natives have
killed their cattle.  They have had to put
up with the droughts which have tuken
plice during the lust few years, and many

other things, and it is only right that they

should receive some encouragement at the
hands of the Government. TP hion, mein-
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bers opposite were interested in this par-
ticular industry, they would have a_ very

different opinion aliout taking the duties’

off. Mr. Grorer: What about the
ticks " The member for the Murray has
reminded me of the ticks. That is one

of the greatest of ull evils the pastoralist

in other places has to put up with, but I
| over here in bhundreds.

hope they never will be brought into this
country. T would like to ask hon. members
how many pastoralists have Leen able to
retive on what they have made out of the
industry ¥ T will say that not ten arve
able to enjuy u hard-earned rest Ly their
success i the pastoral industry, which
hon. members opposite are now trying to
puf down. In reference to the subject of
the goldfields, T do not think any one will
sy for a moment that the Government
of this colony has not done everything in
its power to foster that particular in-
dustry, and here we have hon. members
representing goldfields districts coming
forward and telling us we should reduce
the food duties for the miner,  If T may
be permitted, T will read a few of the
prices of articles at Klondyke, which will
astonish the people here. Flour per
1001L. £10; heef per 1h. 4s. to 8s.; hacon
per 1b. 3s. Sd hans each £6; ham per
I, 8s.; rice. 3s. per 1 tea, 12s, per lb;
coffee, Ys. per 1 ; Imtter, 10s. per 1b.;
egps, 125, per doren; lemons, 1s. cach;
oranges, 2s. each; drinks, 25. 1 really
fail to see why evervhody in this country
should not pay their fair proportion
of Customs duties. It seems to me a
very iniquitous thing that cue class of
the community should be allowed to oh-
tain all they want duty free, and that
another class should have to bear the
burden. You are asking us to lake off
the duties for the masses, which means
giving the working man absolutely a free
tahle, and the rest of the (omnmmt\ will
have topay o tax to make it up. Tt we
do not pay for it in one way we shall
have to pay for it in another. The hon.
member who has just sat down mentioned
a land and income tax. If an income tax
is put on, it will produce very little or
nothing, as we have no incomes to tax.
What we want to do is to encourage the
people to come to the country, and I think
the Gioverninent have tr ied in every pus-
sible wuy todothat.  They have taken the
duties off certain articles, which has made
a great difference in the Customs returns.

_ASSEMBLY.

Awendment, food duties.

Aud now the Opposition wish to take the
- food duties off, thus injuring industries
which are being fostered in this country.
We have heard u yreat deal about the
miners and others 1'efusmg to Lring their
wives and families here. I know that
during the last few months the working
men have been Dbringiny their families
While their
wives and families remain on the other
side they have to keep two homes, where-
as if they are hrought over here they can
live ab a cheaper rate. They have, to a
certain extent, the privilege of bringing
in furniture, to the amount of £50, with-
out baving to pay duty, therefore in
bringing their forniture over they have
unly to puy freight. The many buildings
which are going up along the line between
Fremantle and Perth show to what
extent the working men have heen
bringing their families to this colony. A
Jreat deal has been said about members’
pledges tu their constituents in reference
to the food duties. T am sure if the
vonstitnencies hear from members the
reasons why they voted against the
amendment they will be perfectly satisfied.

Mr TeagE: What is to be the excuse ¥

Mr. HUBBLE: To tell them that
the Government stated in the Governor's
Specch  that they did not intend to
interfere with the duties this vear, but
that we have heard from the Premier
that the whole tariff will Le gone into
next session.

Mr. Leake: It will be considered,
will the duties be reduced ?

Mgr. HUBBLE : I think everyone in
this House will agree with me that the
wuges in this colony are higher than they
are i the other colonies. [Ax How.
MzemseERr: Question.] It isan undoubted
fact, and if it were not so the masses
would not have come over here in the
numbers they have. Every right-think-
ing member 1n this Honse will admit that
while wages are high evervthing is pros-

but

! perons, und we have gone through a most

prosperous time during the last two or
three vears. Only a few years ago houses
were empty, hut the people have come
from the other colonies and have taken
them, and the men have been induced to
bring then families to settle lLere, and
they have been received right royally and
with open hands, and they will be given
. vheap living.
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At 6.30 pan. the SPea kiR left the chair. ' this puint.

At 730 p.m. the Speaxer resumed the
chair.
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Mr. HUBBLE : Before the adjourn-

ment, I was alluding to the bigh rate of

wages that are being paid i this colony |
at the present time, and which have been .

paid for some considerable time past.
my mind there is no doubt that the work-
ing man here has many more advantagesof
living than he has in the other colonies.

In

[My. Georae: Why should nothe have ?] -

He is in a position to buy land here as
cheaply us in the other colonies—[A
Menper: A wood deal cheaper]--and.
no doubt he w:ll in time, be able to buy
land as cheaply on the goldfields as he can
in and about Perth at the present time.
W here wages are high, everyone is prosper-
ing; and I think that at the present time,
and for the past two or three years,
the prosperous position we have been in

. e g — e - -

has been the means of bringing to this .
colony a great number of the masses, :
kuowing they could not get work over -

there at the same rate of wages as they
can do here. T say agwiu that, should
the working l)m)pl( ao away with this

systemr of keeping one home here and -

another home in some other volony. and
if they will make their one home here,
they will be alle to live far more cheaply
than they are dving at the present time.
As the member for North-East Coolgardie
remarked, if these duties are taken off,
the result will be that land will have
to be taxed. I think we can well say
that we are, at the present time,
encouraging the farmer to come into this
colony by giving him 160 acres of land,
and by providing money o develop that
land.

Amendment, food duties. 107

The public works that wre

yoing on in the eolony at the present. time

are very nwnerous, as all hon. members

know-—railways, telegraph lines, post

offices, hospitals, and public buildings of

ull descriptions are now being put up in
the various districts of this great colony ;
and how are we, without u certain amount

of revenue, yoing to complete all these

works ¥

Mg JLLinewoRTH:
the revenue.

Me. HUBBLE: The hon. member
may have some particular way of increas-
ing it.

Mg, Tnpasaworte: If everybody spends
all he earns.

Mr. HUBBLE: According to the
Premier’s statement last night, and con-
sidering that the Savings Bank at the -
present has a million of money in
hand, and taking into account all
the monev that is being sent out of
the colony for supporting families else-
where, I think the working men inust
he putting away a nice little nest
eger. 1 am pleased to hear it, Decause
tliere is no one who tries to encourage
the working man more than I do, and I
Lelieve this House and the Goverminent
will do evervthing they can for attracting
t.0 these shores the families who are being

This would increase

. supported by workers who have come to

If we are going to put a tax on

land, I want to know how that man is -

going fto pay the fax, after we have given
himn the land, and then lent him money io
improve it.

Me. TuLinGwoRTH :
to tax the land.

Mg HUBBLE : The hon. member for
North-East Coolgardie would rather tax
land about the towns, perbaps.

Mg. Vosper: Unimproved land.

Mr. GeorcE: Absentees.

Mr. HUBBLE : AT can say is that we
must have a vertain winount of revenne.
I cannot agree with the hon. moember en

We wre not going

this colony; but when they do come they
must remember ther will have io pay a
certain amount of duties to the revenue.
When we consider the sinall amount that
is represented Dby the food duties, 10d.
» head per week, T cannot see that the
working men have got much to grumble
about. 'We have to study that one great
interest in particular, those engaged in the
cgricultural industry, who are now, with
their butter and cheese, trying tofoster this
industry ; and we have the small amount
of 3d. a pound on bacon, 3d. on cheese, and
2d. per duzen on eggs. I fail to see where
the masses have ot so much to grumble
about in reference to these small food
duties.

Mg. Dongrry: Thev do not grumble.

Mr. HUBBLE: No. Weknow whoare
grmmbling. The agitators—those gentle-

" men who have got elected on the one

plank, and who are frightened to come
over and vote on our side. They are
frightened to do it.  'We have heard
during this debate o certain amount of
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[ASSEMBILY.]

talk about what some members on the -

other side call w “ring.” There is a lot
said about this ring; but, if there is one
which is supposed tobe called the hutchers’
ring, I know nothing about it. [A Mzem-
BER: Oh,Ido.] ButIfirmly believe there
are rings of other descriptions. There
are rings in all classes of trade. Why,
there are rings even for the lawyers. I
was going to call theirs a six-and-eight-
peuny ring.

Me. Luaxe: You would not get off so
cheaply as that.
Mg. HUBBLE : The member for Al-

bany would not let wme off so cheaply;
but I think lawyers have got a very good
protection, for they will not allow any
new-comer to practise here unless he has
been in the colony six months, Why
* should lawyers be protected any more
than the farmer who produces the food
we eat? Why should not the producer
in the agricultural industry, which we
try to foster, be protected the same as
lawyers ?

Mg. DougrTY : Lawyers generally pro-
teat themselves.

Mz. HUBBLE: I think I amn only
echoing the sentiments of nine-tenths of
the people of this colony when I say there
is no real desire that the present Govern-
ment should go out of office. We have a
good Government, who have piloted us
through the last seven years. To-morrow
is the anniversary of their accession to
power, and we can look back on their
period of office with very great pleasure.
I ask hon. members both on the Minis-
terial side of the House and on the other,
supposing on a division this Ministry were
turned out, whether the future -Govern-
ment. would be able to look back on as
good o carcer as the present, Government
now ¢,

Mr. GeorGe: Afier seven yewrs they
would.

Me. InuiNvaworrn :
ment do vou refer?

Mr. HUBBLE: I wm speaking of the
present Government.

Me. ILLINGWORTH :
ministration is ouly
original Government.

Mr. HUBBLE : T am sorry the meimber
for Central Murchison hns misunderstond
wy renik, T woul | like to impress upon

To which Govern-

The present ad-
a remnant of the

members on the Oppostion side of the |
House the necessity of encouraging the |
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timber trade and every other branch of
industry now Dbeing carried on in the
colony.

Mgz. GeorcE: What about those indus-
tries that have been killed ?

Mr. HUBBLE: I have one opuuon,
and that is we ought to make “live and
let live” our motto.  If this motio were
acted upon, the Opposition would see the
folly of bringing this amendment before
the House. T feel certain that, when a
division is taken, should there be a divi-
gion——

Mge. IuoingworTH : Oh, there will be a
division.

Mxr. HUBBLE : Then I shall seesix or

eight members walk over from the other
sule of the House, leaving the remainder
of the Opposition in the comfortable seats
they are now enjoying.

Mz. OLDHAM': Tt isnot my intention
to try and follow the Premier in the feeble
attack which he has made on those of us
who, up to the present at any rate, can be
charged only with trying our best to fulfil
the pledges we gave to the people whe
sent us here to represent them. It is
worth while, just in passing, to notice the
nature of the complaints which have been
brought against us.  Strange to say, it is
not that the issne has not been made clear
or concise, but that the leader of the
Opposition has put before the House a
proposal divested of all those side issues
on which the existence of this Government
seems so much to depend. This motion
was not proposed with the purpose of
putting the Government ount of office.
Do not mistake me in this. For my own
part, personally, I would not have the
slightest hesitation in putting this Govern-
ment out of office; but, still, this proposal
was ntot made with that object. I recog-
nis¢ at any rate that while we are not
desirous of putting the Government out
of oflice, there are many hon. members on
the other side of the House who are
pledged to u reduction of the food
duties, and who are also pledged, in a
certain degree, to give a general support
to the policy of the Government. It was
with the object of securing a reduction of
the food dutics that the proposed wmend-
ment was made as mild as it has been. 1
wm vther surprised to find the Promier
taking upon himself to usk how. members
ot this side of the House to stultify thein-
selves as public men, and go lack on their
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pledges to the people, simply for the pur-
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pose of keeping his Government in power.

Coming to the real issue, I have been very
much struck during the course of this
debate with the wonderful wmount of
ingenuity possessed by hou. members on
the Ministerial side. If they could only
prove one-half of whut they have said in
regard to those food duties—if they could
only justify one-tenth of the virtues they
elaim for those duties —then I, for my part,
sitting as I doas far away from the Gov-
ermment as possible, would be very pleused
to be found voting for them on this occa-

sion. But one is compelled to examine their

statements, for truth’s sake. T have
been compelled, strunge as it way seem,
to come to the conclusion that a connee-
tion with the agrieultural or pastoral
interests of this colony has a teudency to
develop ina remarkable degree the faculty
of imagination. The Premier has deve-
loped that faculty. He imagines for the
moment that he and his Government
represent the majority of the people of
this colony. But how can it be said they
represent the people of this colony? Tast
night the Premier quoted biblical his-
tory, and spoke about tmvelling the
country from Dan to Beershebau. Let
the Premier fiuvel from Eucly to the
most northern part of the colony, and
then I will ask bhim how many men he
will find who are qualifiel under the
Electoral Act to bave a vote. Not one
man in ten has the franchise. How is it
possible, then, that this Government can
vepresent the majority of the people of
the colony ?

Mr. A. Forrest: Whose fault is that ?

Mz OLDHAM : I am asked whose
fault, it is that only one mun in ten
possesses the franchise. I would ask
the gentlemen on the front Ministerial
benches to explain one little transaction
which occurred in connection with this

Electoral Act in my own constituency. .

Last year, on the last day on which claims
could be received, some three hundred
were sent in, and fully testified to by the
proper officer; but the applicants were
not put upon the roll. Mr. Cowan was
asked not to sign the roll, so that an
inquiry might he made, but did he accede
to that request.? Certainly not; and yet
I am asked whose fault it is that so few
men are on the roll. The fault lies with
the Government.

109

Amendment, fond duties.

Ty Premier: Oh1 that is very good.

Me. OLDHAM : The hon. member for
the Gascoyne, who spoke lust, also went in
for some little imagination. When he
was speaking, I beheve he said we lad
a free breakfust table in this colony.
His imagination is so vivid that, n
response to an interjection by myself,
he suid thut galvanised iron had some-
thing to do with o free breakfast table.
I had the misfortune during last ses-
sion of Parliament to say something that
was not very polite, and it drew down
upon me the 8l-ton eloguence of the hon.
member for West Kimberley. If T exhibit
to-night some degree of nervousness,
and spenk with more than my ordinary
amount of diffidence, I can assure the
House that it is not fromm any want of
conviction in the opinions I am expressing.
It is really only because I am afraid I
should transgress some of those laws of
cowrtesy which are so adinirably exempli-
fied in the person of the hon. member for
West Kimberley. That hon. member

. during last session said thut the working

men did not want a reduction of the food
duties. I am very sorry indeed to have
to question that stutement. I can assure
the hon. member that up to the present
time he has not been recognised as an
authority on the wishes, desires, oraspira-
tions of the working clusses of this
colony.

Mk. A. ForrrsT: Faur more than you:
I am satisfied of that.

Mr. OLDHAM: We were told by
the Premier that the food duties were
responsible for high wages.

Tur Peemier: [ do not think I said
that.

Mnr. OLDHAM: That is what any
person would gather from the Premier's
remarks.

Tue Premigr: Oh, yves, “ gather.”

Mzr. OLDHAM : We are told also that
the food duties are responsible for railway
construction, and that they are going to
be responsible for public batteries.

Tuz Premier: I did not say so.

Mg. OTLDHAM : All this reminds one
very forcibly of some of those nice little
paragraphs in the West Ausiralian and
the Morning Herald. These paragraphs
commence with reviewing some historieal
event—some of the deeds which one may
admire-—and as we go over those stirring

. incidents we find all at once that we are
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reading an advertisement of some patent
medicine. I do not see what connection
there is between the battle of Waterloo
and Dr. Williame’s pink pills, but there
is certainly quite as much connection as
there is between the food duties and those
things which the Premier says will have
to e abandoned unless we can continue
receiving the revenue from those duties.
It i proved very couclusively that n
West Australin we have, at the present
tine, a gentleman who has introduced a
new science in political economy. The
state of the other colonies, where food is
cheap and wages low, is triumphantly
pointed to, and it is said the wages aure
lo“; because the food is cheap. Ts that
80 ¥

Tre Premier: I did not say so.

Mz. OLDHAM : I think you did say
60, and it can be proved by Hansard.
If this is true, it stmply amounts to tlns,
that if South Australin wants a certain
revenue, all she has to do 1s to knock off
producing wheat and put a tax on the im-
ported article. If Victoria wants a period
of prosperity, let her knock off producing
butter and put a tax on the imported
article, and then she can go on in the same
old game and be a prosperous colony. [A
MemBER: She would be bankrupt.] The
hon. member says Victoria would be bank-
rupt. Last year she had a heavy duty on
butter. According to the hon. gentle.
man, that should make her prosperous.

Let New South Wales, if she wants a |

period of renewed prosperity, inoculate her

cattle with the tick or tuberculosis, and |

put & duty of 11d. per lb. on meat from
New Zealand. I do not wish to say for one
moment that the right hon. the Premier
has not brought forward some decent
arguments. There are two sides to every
question, which can be fairly stated, and
I think he made the most out of our loss
of revenue. I understand from him that
we shall lose something like £200,000
per annum, if we abolish the duties upon
food supplies; butitisa question whether
on the whole our revenue would be
decreased, if these duties were taken off. 1
do not believe it would, but still, admit.
ting for the sake of argument that the
right hon. the Premier would receive
£200,000 less per annum, what would be
done with the money if the Government
did not get it? Why, the people would
have it. Take my own constitwency : if
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these people had this money i their
pockets, what would they do with it?
[Tue Premrer: Spend it in whisky.]
They would buy bricks, timber and iron
for the purpose of increasing their little
freeholds. Would the alolition of the
duties interfere in any way with the
spending power of the goldfields -  Have
not the people a better right to spend
this money than the Govermnent, and
can they not spend it in a hetter
way than if the Government spent
it for them? Can they not spend it
to far greater advantage than the Govern-
ment can do for them? T think they can.
I hope hon. members opposite will not
deny to hon. members on this side of the
House the same privilege that hon. mem.
bers opposite demand for themselves, and
that they will allow that we are equally
desirous with themselves of legislating for
the best interests of this colony. Where
do our people come from? The eastern
colonies. Do they intend to stop here?
I ask hon. members this question sericusly:
do the majority of people who come to
this colony intend to stop here ? Can that
guestion be answered truthfully and at
the same time satisfactorily ? I say that it
cannot be answered satisfactorily. When
the people cume to this colony they do not
intend to stop here, and if, after a time.
they do stop here, it is not for the most
part from any inclination but from the
force of cireumstances. Why is this © Tt
reminds one of that old prophet in Holy
Writ who, three times a day while in cap-
tivity, threw up his window and prayed
with his face towards Jerusalem, Believe
me the majority of people who come to this
colony from the Eastern States look
towards the East and pray for their
deliverance from Western Australia.  Ii
is no use blinking this fact: it may not
be palatable, but still it is the truth.
The hon. member whoe is so anxious to
attract population to this colony says
that he does mnot mind this fact. I
do not know whether his constituents
agree with him or not. I may say the
bulk of the people and those who
have the interests of this place at heart
do not agree with lim.  What is wanted
here? We want to attract the popula-
tion. And in what manner can we
attract it ?

A Menper: Offer them a free break-
fast table,
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Mgr. OLDHAM : We can only attract
them through their wives and their
families. The houn. gentleman, the leader
of the Government, gave us to under-
stand last night in his speech that the
majority of the people of this colony
were, to say the least of it, not tee-
totallers ; that they spend more mouney in
drink than on auything else, or at any
rate he said the Government had received
wnore money through the drink bill than
through the food supplies. TIs there not
a reagon for this?

A Memner: Yos;
prosperity.

Mz. OLDHAM : Go into the town and

it is owing to their

into any of the centres of population, and ~

see the men hanging about the public-
houses. What is the reason ¥ They have
no home te go to. The hon. gentleman
must recognise that, if we gave these
people the same facilities that they have
in other colonies, they would bring their
wives and families here, and would not be
hanging about the public-houses. Let me
draw the attention of the House to the
hor. member’s remarks last night.

appealed to hon. members not to
trapped, and he asked hon. members
most patbetically: “ Are you gowy to
hand over the affuirs of the colony to the
Opposition, hecause yon do not happen to
agree with us on one particular subject ="
Is the right hon. gentleman suwre of that
statement, ?
gentlemen who sit upon this side of the
House only disagree with him on one sub-
ject? What about the Eleutm al Act?
what about cne man one vote ? what about

be
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Chinese Immigration Bill, which would
contain provisions that only one Chinaman
should he allowed iu this colony for every
ship of 500 tons burthen; and in o flowery
speech dealing with the exclusion of these

. people, he said that he wanted to keep

He -

Is he sure that those hon. |

" right hon.

payment of members ¥ what about the

Asiatic question > Hon. gentlemen upon
that side of the House who represent the
goldfields are pledged right up to the hilt
to the exclusion of Asiatics. What is the
hon. gentleman, the leader of the Govern-
ment, going to do on that question?
Does he helieve in the exclusion of the
Agiatics ? I think not. Here is a record
of the Asiatic question since 1890. Mr.
Solomon, the member for East Fremantle,
on the 30th November, 1892, asked the
Government, taking into consideration
the increasing number of Chinese, *“ Is it
true that the Act dealing with Asiatics
is not being strictly carried out?” The
hon. gentleman said it was being strictly
earried out. Further on the hon. gentle-
man said that he would be introducing a

. ment.

this colony for the British race, but he con-
cluded by stating that he was not prepared
to say that thev could do without Chinamen
in the colony. Since then, while the hon.
gentleman has been able to pass o measure
through this House, he has allowed it to
be thrown out in the other Chamber.
When the question ciwme to bhe fought
out in this Chamber on the motion by
Mr. James, what- was the result? The
right hon. gentleman and his friends are
prepared to support anything in the
abstract, but when it comes to placing a
statute on the records of the colony, they
jib.  When the hon. member for East
Perth made his first, veal attempt to deal
with this question, and browght o Bill
hefore the House which insisted upon w
£100 poll tax on every Asiatic, the leader
of the Governtent was responsible for
the rejection of that motion. It was
defeated by 19 to 8. and defeated upon
the instance of the hon, gentleman. I
bring this matter forward for the purpose
of showing that too much faith cannot be
placed in the promise of the Government
to deal with &he question of food duties

next  session.  For  the purpose of
showing fthat  we are not  taxed
more than  any other colony, the

gentleman  suid last night
that, if our tariff had been applied to
Victoria, the Victorian Governnient would
have received about £300,000 less than
they did.  Certuinly they would. That
is exactly what we are (.ompla,mmg about.
T should be ashamed myself to put
forward such a very disingenuous argu-
The table compiled by the
Government Actuary shows that in 1896
there was a duty of 2d. per Ib. on butter
in this colony, and also in Victoria, but
that whereas we received a revenue of
£327,107 from it, the Government of Vie-
toria received only £27. Now wehave a
population of 160,000, and Victoria has
a population of something over a million.
The House will understand quite dis-
tinctly that, to properly compare the tariffs
of the two colonies, it would be necessary,
before Vietoriaz could veceive the same
amount of revenue as we do, that they
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should put whout ne less than £3 Quiy on
wvery pound of Lutter. The renson is not
very distinet.

Tor Premier: They produce it: that
is why.

Mk. OLDHAM: They produce it, and
we do not produce it. That is the reason
why, [Tur Presisr: We want to.]
Now the honourable gentleman goes on
to say, ‘I think that every honourable
member in this House is in easy circum-
stances,” and he said, “T wm sure I never
look at the bills.” The honcurmble gentle-
man [ am sure never does look ut the
bills ; but supposing the honourable gentle-
man lived on seven shillings and sixpence
a day and kepl a wife und five children
out of if, I think he wonld look at the
bills then, and would recognise the severe
hardship placed on the workers by this
unjust taxation for which he is responsible,
and yet we are told that all the freuble is
high rents. One honourable gentleman
who, I believe, is the greatest sinner in
the city of Perth in this respect, told us
last night that all the trouble was high
rents. Does the honourable gentleman
intend to legislate for this high-rent
difficulty 7 TIs there any argument in
this. Does the honourable gentleman
see any logic in saying high rents are
the cause of high living? Is that not
all the more reason that to counter-
balance the high rents we should have
cheap food 7 The honourable gentleman
says we have, and I wish particularly to
call the attention of the goldfields mein-
bers to this. I wish fo know particularly
if they are satisfied with the explanation
of the Premnier as to the position of affairs.
He says we have no time to dead with the
tariff, but we will deal with the whole of
ib next session. This is the speech of the
honourable gentleman at Bunbury when
he placed the policy of the Goverminent
before the people of this coleny, and on
which he wag elected aguin to the position
of leader of the House. * Next session I
intend to deal with it.” Now he says
he only wants time to establish the agri-
cultural industry. “Qive us a few
years,” says he. ‘ (Hveusfive yeurs, and
I beheve then we will tell vou u different
tale.” Arehonourable gentlemen satisfied
with that position of the matter? I ask
the honourable gentlemen who represent
the goldfields, and go and sit on the
Government side of the House, to ask the
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Premier what he is prepared to do nest
gession. I will be satisfied with any
explanation he can offer.  Let any
honourable  gentleman  representing a
goldfields constituency ask the leader of
the Government if next session he is pre-
pared to take the tax off frozen meat.

Tae Previes: We will nof require any
frozen meat.

Mr. OLDHAM : Whatever the result
of this debate may be, whatever may be
the intention of the Government, I do not.
know; but one thing I do kuow, that in
every constituency in which there was a
contest, the successful candidate was
elected pledged to vote either for or
against a reduction of these food duties.
[A Memper: No.] With the exception,
I believe, of my friend the honouwrable
member for Pilbarra; I Dbelieve his
was the only constituency in this col-
ony in which there was a contest,
where the honourable gentleman who was
successful was not pledged either for or
against a reduction of the food duties;
and the result of the general election was
simply this, that a majority were returned
to the House pledged to a reduction of
the food duties. [THE PrEMIER: I deny
it.] The lonourable gentleman may
deny it as much as le likes; still it is the
truth. Wlhatever political exigencies of
the moment may compel 1wy honourable
friends, the democrats on that side of the
House, to vote against their convictions
or not, I do not know; but even putting
aside those honourable gentlemen who
were diplomatic enough to lead the
electors to believe that they were in
favour of « remission of these duties—and
they would not have stood * Buckley's
show” of being elected to the Mouse if
they said otherwise—leaving this out
of the question, T say most emphatically
o majority of members were returned to
this Chawmnber pledged to vote for a reduc-
tion of the duties on food.

A Memner: Not for turning out the
Government.

Mr. OLDHAM : Certainly not for
twrning out the Government. I should
be sorry to take it on myself to try and
instruct honourable members how to
vote ; but this is a question that has been
before the people, upon which the people
have given their verdict, and upon which
the people have o right to expect implicit
obedience on the purt of those gentlemen
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whom they have elected as their repre-
sentatives in this Chamber. They have
a right to expect that obedience. Itisa
question on which depends not only the
welfare of the gold mines, not only the
mining industry, not only the welfare of
the people whe live in the centres of
population, but it is a question on which
depends even the welfare of the agricul-
turists
honourable gentlemen
Government—I am appealing now to
gentlemen pledged to vote for this parti-
cular question—to remember that they
cannot shirk their obligation. This obh-
gation is far above that of any Minister
of the Crown here. It is an obligation
which cannot in any woy be. sacrificed
without bartering the trust of the people
whose representatives they are in Parlia-
ment.

Mr. MORAN: I think we have heard
from the tiwo opposing sides of the House
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view of carrving out the interests of his
constituency.  He may feel it is his
duty to imsult o majority in the House;
and when he says and boasts as he does
that he does not fear the success of the
amendment, and the downfall of the
Forrest Ministry, but he would note

 with satisfaction the wreck of the Forrest

themselves ; and I appeal to -
supporting the |

e e e = -

a good deal of the sum and substance of .

the guestion ; but the matter as it appears
to members on this particular part of the
benches is, have they no confidence in
the Forrest Ministry 7  Some honourable
members on the Opposition benches have
thought necessary to vead to the goldficld
members homilies how to vote and act.
It is not those who have been a long time
in this House who have taken upon them-
selves to direct the goldfield members
how to vote; but it is the schoolboy in
knickerbocker politics who reads these
lectures to others. The member for Cen-
tral Murchison, who is an old politician,
has not ventured on that line of conduct
which formed the principal part of the
19 yards of pump water we had from
the honourable member for North-East
Coolgardie. The honourable member who
used to represent Nannine, bui who now

represents Central Murchison, kuows too -

much about the common courtesy due to
new members, and he has too much wis-
dom to lecture them. When the honour-
able member for North-East Coolgurdie
has been a litile longer in the House, he
will show a little more attention to the
subject at issue, and not, as I said before,
deal us out these long homilies, mixed up
as this was, I am sorry to say, on almost
the first occasion he has spoken in public

life in this House, with the most msult-

ing remarks on the oldest inhabitants
of Western Australia. This may he his

Ministry, I would remind the honour-
able member that if he turns his tele-
scope backwards, and looks through it the
wrong way, he will see that during the
greater part of his life he has taken up a
position of wrecking ; and it is about time
he took some part in formulating some
construetive policy, instead. of carrying out
this system of wrecking. Itisall very well
for the honourable member to read a
homily to those who were returned at the
same time as himself. They may explain
themselves, and it is for the honourable
member to stick to his own last, as it may
not last very long. We have had several
references to the goldfields on this matter,
and apart altogether from the virtue
of the food duties, upon which I intend
to say a few words later on, I
want to look at the question as we are
hound to leok at it, and as I am bound to
look at it—one of no confidence in the
Ministry. What is the public feeling on
the goldficlds upon this question ¥ A good
deal of whut at present exists on the taniff
of the country might with ¢redit, be swept
away ; but there is a time for everything,
and everything should be taken in its right
place. The goldfields, as far as I uader-
stand public opinion—and I speak on
behalf of the largest of them, the largest
paying goldfield of the lot, which pays
nine-tenths of the wages earned—when T
stood at the last election T went into the
question deliberately, and in a way that
some of my supporters might think was
endangering my side. My views I stated
distinctly to that constituency, which deals
out one-half of the gold of Western
Australia, and is the largest paying con-
stituency of any of the gold producing
constituencies. Before I have done, T will
ask honourable members who have pledged
themselves entirely fo a reduction of the
food duties, at what price are they pre-
pared to turn the Government out of office P
Do not let the question be divested of
what it means. The Forrest Government
have pledged themselves to a public policy,
and to supply Coolgurdie, Kalgoorlie



114 Addressin- Reply :

and the adjoining goldfields with water.
There is a matter of three and a half
milliong at stake, and we are asked by
the Opposition, in retwrn for a reduction
of about 30s. a yearin Customs off the
roen’s wages, to take away from them the
hope of getting a water supply which
will relieve them from the heavy charge
now amounting to £25 per head per
annpum. These were my views in direct
answer to the guestion of Customs duties,
when I spoke as a candidate at the
general election. [ said :—

I am opposed to reducing the dutics on all
the schednle which the Opposition bope to
reduce next session. [ am, 1 may say, opposed
to o veduction even on the necessaries of life,
except those of bread and mesat; and as to
aweeping away these Customs duties im-
mediately, I au opposed to it altogether.
‘Whatever is done inust be done gradually.
And why? I went on to say that the
present was not the time to interfere with
the tariff of this country. Speaking now
on behalf of the working miners of Kal-
goorlie, T say in this House, as I said
then, that the guestion of Customs duties
is one of infinitesimal importance in com-
parison with three other mighty ¢uestions.
They are, firstly, have we auy hope of
obtaining a supply of fresh water on the
Coolgardie goldfields, independently of
the supply to the batteries? On this
point we are getting further evidence from
the working of the mines; and I say,
we goldfields wembers in this House
must weigh all the facts.
the Opposition for making as strong a
case as they can.
leader of the Opposition, although he is

not keeping the pledge made to his con- .

stituents at the general election.

Mp. Leage: What pledge was that?

MR. MORAN: T have here a speech
of the hon. member for Albany, and
though it might not be convenient to him
if I were to quote from it now.—

Mr. Leakr: Oh.goon. Don’t mind
me.

Mr. MORAN : In that speech he dis-
tinctly stated that it was not always the
duty of an Opposition to turn the Govern-
mentoutof oftice; that,as far as hewascon-
cerned, this was not his ambition, and that
he did not go in with that intention. Yet
here, in the face of that pledge, we have
the present procedwre introduced by the
member for Albany. I say if he, as
leader of the Opposition. had desired
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simply to reduce the cost of living and
did not desire to turn out the Govern-
ment, he would have taken a different
course of procedure. Itis true that some
members in this House are pledged to a
reduction of duty on several items of
food ; and, that being so, if the leader of
the Opposition wanted to secure their
votes, if he wanted the mere reduction of
duties independently of his desire to make
out a case as leader of the Opposition, he
would have brought in a motion to the
effect that certain items in the tariff were
too high, and that the tarift should be
reconsidered with the view to l‘educmg
some items.

Mr. LeakE : It would still have been
treated as a motion of want of con-
fidence.

Mg. MORAN : Well, you took all sorts
of fine care to make this a no confidence
motion, and I blame the leader of the
Opposition for doing this. Looking at
the position altogether apart from the
goldfields, and viewing it from the general
standpoint of the country, we are now two
months from Christmas, the session is
going to be a short one or a very hot one,
perhaps both; and no one can deny that
Western Australia is just getting over the
little jar that has happened to financial
and business men, for we know how the
finaneial institutions here began to tighten
in, and they were the index to the change
that was coming. We know there had
heen a tremendous splash in this colony,
with all sorts of speculation and a plenti-
ful supply of money; and there ensued a
great spirit of unrest and uneasiness. I
say the main cunse of this was the bursting
of the false boom in mining properties in
the London market.

Mr. Simpson: What is a false hoom ?

Mr. MORAN: You ought to know.
You promoted one or two. The House
will perfectly understand I do not wish
to impute to the hon. member anything
that any other mining man would not do
himself. I say this was not a legitimate
Loom ; that the amount of money invested
in the colony was represented to he
altogether beyond what it actually was,
and on this point I think that what the
menther for Central Murchison (Mr.
Tliingworth) said was about correct, that
instead ot 150 millions of money having
been invested in Western Australia
during the boom, there were about five
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mitlions of cash invested here.
cnd of that boom must come. In and
around my own district of Kalgoorlie,
to say nothing of other places, many
mines were floated that ought not to have
heen put on the market: and we all know
that. a year ago, yon conld float almost
anvthing called a mining properéy on the
Londen market, whereas now vou can
hardly float anything. That is the
change. There ig a difterence of opinion
as to whether the Government shonld, or
shonld not, have done somnething to check
the placing of doubtful mining schemes on
the market. No doubt the Govermment
might bave taken cognizance, in the
interests of the colony, of some of the
“cronk” things going about; but, per-
haps, it is as well that the Government
has not made itself responsible in any way
for the genuineness of mining investments
in this colony. We know, at the swne
time, that the credit of the Government
suffered severely as a result of the
loss of confidence on the London market.
We know that our loan was a failure, as
one cousequence, although the Govern-
ment of Canada was able, a few days ayo,
to float w loan at 2% per cent.  [A Men-
BEk: That was at 91.] Even so, a long
way ahead of any Western Australian
loan. In the face of all this, Iam willing
und free to admit that the Premier went
to London and did his best, according to
lis Lights, to lift that depression. He went
there to re-establish confidence in the
mining of Western Australia; and I may
say he has succeeded to a certain extent,
for there is now a distinet improvement
in the financial prospects of this colony,
and the goldfields of Coolgardie and
Kalgoorlie are looking, perhaps, better
than they ever did before. But I ask the
mining members of this House, are they
at present prepared to allow it to he
bruited abroad that there has heen a
pelitical crisis in Western Australbia, that
the Premier who has lately been to
England trving to re-establish the
colony’s credit, the Premier who is pledged
to the policy of erecting public batteries
on the goldfields, and pledged to the Cool-
gardie water scheme, the Premier who is
also pledged to borrow so many millions
for the development of Western Australia
—are mining members here willing to
allow it to go forth that he has been
absolutely, or almost, defeated on a
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I say that, if the Prewier is to win in
the division by a sinall majority, it will
be as bad as a defeat, at present. [ Me.
Simpsox : Hear, hear., It would injure
the vising tide of prosperity, because
vyour investor at home does not look
exactly at who is right or who is wrong
in a political ruestion arising in the
Parliament here; but it will be said the
Premier of Western Australia has been
put out of office, or nearly so—Dby whom?
—by the votes of the mining members!
Shall that he said ¥ I would remind the
member for North-East Coolgardie (Mr.
Vosper) thatany political experience here
is one extending over four years, and
that I have had to fight the battle
he has had to fight on many questions;
but during those four years T never
found it necessary to use one word
of sneering or contenpt agwinst the
agricultural interest in this colony, or
against the members who represent that
interest in this House. For who are these
men of whom the hon. member for North-
East Coolgardiespeaksso contemptuously ?
They ave the men who carried in this
House the Coolgardie water scheme, and
these are the vampires who are described
as seeking to suck the blood of the mining
community ! I say these are the men
who pledged themselves te this great
scheme for supplving cheap water to the
goldfields population. Then, T ask, who
opposed it?  Why, the very men who ask
us now to vote against the Government,and
against the party who are going to carry
out that great scheme. This is the true
position of affairs, and yon cannct get
away from it. A quotation or two from
some of the leading journals on the gold-
fields will show whether I am in touch
with the goldfields feeling or not. I
know the responsibility I am taking in
speaking here; and, bear in mind, T do
not reside in Perth, and do not visit my
constituents at long intervals, going back
for 174 minutes once in every two years,
but I meet them frequently and spend a
large part of my time i visiting
the different centres on the fields. What
are the questions that are troubling them ?
The question I gave notice of this even-
ing, relzting to residence areas on gold-
fields, is the leading question now, Lecause
miners know the question of a water
supply has a fair chance of hemg setbled.
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This question of residence areas is the | Coolgardie, Kalgoorlie, Kanowna, and

one on which the Forrest Ministry have
failed more than on any other—not
from want of desire, but want of know-
ledge of the circumstances of life on the
goldfields. There has never been a proper
chance of giving miners a fixed place and
home to wlhich they can bring their wives
and children. The Customs dutiesamount
to a certain sum, in the case of a miner
getting £4 a week and free water in wet
shifts, or £3 10s. and free water in dry
working ; and such a man can live com-
fortably for £1 a week, when he has no
reut to pay. Ave our miuerson the fields
willing to allow to go forth a statement
made by that astnte politician, Mr. 8. H.
Parker, whe was to have been the leader
of the Opposition in this House if
veturned to it at the general election P
What was the asserfion he made? He
said, “I want the cost of living brought
down, in order to bring down the cost of
labour.”  Speaking now on behalf of
working miners on the goldfields, I say
they are not anxious that politicians like
Mr. Parker and members of the Opposition
in Parlisment should have an opportunity
of entting off a pound a week from
the wages of working miners, in order to
save two or three pounds a year in Cus-
toms duties; but they are anxious that
the Government should bhe given a trial,
not only to carry out the great water
scheme for the goldfields, but also to
rovide the working miner with a piece
of that wilderness around the goldfield
towns which they can call their very
own, and then they will bring their
wives and families over from the other
side, and those families ecan get work
as soon us they rench EKalgoorlie. In
the face of all these facts, I stand here
to say it is our duty not to be intimidated.
I do not think any mining man who
represents a constituency is hide-hound
enough to vote for the reduction of the
food duties just when and where he is
asked to do it. There is & big chance
now for an affiliation of agricultural
and mining interests. On behalf of the
working men, I say there is no ohjection
to contribute to a fair Customs revenue
so long as decent railway, postal and
telegraphic commuuication is provided.
The Government are already providing
these means of communication.  What is
wanted is a water sapply. not only for

© other districts, hut for the Murclnson
also. If the hon member for Central

Murchison ¢an show a good case, I am
sure the Government will help him in the
matter of 4 water supply. Ttis my strong
conviction that there are no firmer

believers in the goldfields than the
Premier and his Ministry. I do not
think there are any firmer believers

in the undoubted future of the fields
than the agriculbural party n  this
House, In fact, the agricultural
people have pledged the colony to an
expenditure of 2% miilions to give a
water scheme to the Coolgardie gold-
fields. If they want a little protection—
although, like the member for West
Perth, I believe cheap food to be a good
thing—I am willing to be friendly with
those who are friendly with me. The
success of the colony does not depend on
extreme measures, one way or the other.
The leader of the Opposition cannot
believe a political erisis to be a good
means of raising the prospects of Western
Australia. Tt is on that score I have
taken, ever since this amendment was
tabled, u leanding and anxious part in
saying that we should prove our indi-
viduality on this occasion. We should
not be dictated to by anybody. We here
on the Government cross-benches are as
independent as any of the supporters of
the Government or any of the supporters
of the Opposition. We believe that,
taking the whole matter together, the
halance of heunefit, so far as we are con-
cerned, lies on the side of the Government.
Can I forget the time when the old Cool-
gardie road was closed for want of water,
and when in consequence a panic arose?
The Government cume forward, and with
most extruordnmury measures kept the
road open.  The Government had fo initi-
ate measures which perhaps not anotber
Govermment in Austrialia would have been
found willing to adopt. The Government,
at my instauce, had to come before this
House and ask for a vote of £50,000 for
the benefit of working miners, prospectors,
and others on the goldfields.  Can I forget
how, on that occasion, the Opposition
would huve moved a vote of waut of con-
fidence if there had been any prospect of
carrying such a motion? I do not say that
the Government have not made mistakes,
or that the Oppositton are not good friends
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to the goldfields. No doubt the Opposition
are liberul-minded in many ways, but on
the two greatquestions T have mentioned—
particularly that question of the gigantic
water scheme for Coolgardie—we are
pledyed to help the Government. I am
not going to blame the Covernment for
hanging Tack a little in regard to that
scheie uow. I do not beliove it is the
desive of the Government to hang up the
scheme. T understand the position of the
colony perfectly well, and so do the
people of the goldfields, What we ask
i1s that the Gnvetnmeut, if they cannot
carry out this scheme now, will go on
vigorously with local works in the way of
providing salt water and other necessaries;
and T believe the Government will do that.

We are not going to rush madly in and”

vote against the Govermnent, becanse cir-
cumstances over which they could not
possibly have any control have forced them
to hold back with the water supply scheme
for a few months. I hope we are more
reasonable than to do that. What we do
say is that we are not going to add fo the
difficulties of the Government just now,
when they are trying to re-establish the
credit of the colony, and to do all the good
they can for the benefit of the goldfields,
at the same time building up a yeomanry
on the lands of Western Australia, which
are well capable of supporting ten times the
present population. We are not going to
embarrass the Government at the present
juncture, when we know perfectly well
they have done as much as they could have
been expected to do. The Government
have said they will regulate the whole tariff
from beginning to end next session, and
then perhaps we may arrive at an amicable
arrangementamong all parties. The cost of
living may be reduced, and by that time
the old pristine prosperity of the colony
may have returned. If that be so, you
will nut hear much from the goldfields
abount the abolition of the food duties. I
want to point out to the mining members
that I am the only one amougst them
who will not benefit by the establishment
of public batteries, although I tock a
leading part in making their establish-
ment a political cry. My electorate is
small and compact, and there are batteries
there already. The constituency of the
lion. member for North-East Cuoolgardie
will no doubt benefit by the establishment
of public batteries. T know that hon.
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member’s constituency s well us he does
himself, and I know that in most centres
there, if the question were put, “ What do
vou want-—public batteries or the alo-
lition of the food duties?” the answer
would be ¢ public batteries.”

Mr. Vosper: There is not an altermi-
tive hefore us.

Mz, MORAN : But if the question was
put. as an alternative, that is the answer
which would be given. On the present
oceasion the mining members must use
their own discretion. The hon. member
for North Coolgardie has a large, expand-
ing and growing electorate, with numerous
centres that could well support public
batteries. He knows his constituency
does not expect him to rush into heroics
iu o natter of the kind now hefore the
House, while the question of public
batteries is urgent, and he is not going to
hamper the Government to whom we
look to supply those public batteries. T
hope that hon. member, and also the hon.
member for Norseman, will reap their
reward. I hope the Government will not
be ungenerous, when they see the gold-
fields members willing to make con-
cessions, and that the agricultural party
will always be found willing to help the
Grovernment to assist in developing the
gold-mining industry, which is now, I
take it, far Dbeyond that of any other
colony. Those interested in gold mining
will, in return, never be found Wa.utiug
when assistance is required in building
np other industries in the colony. Milliens
might be supported on the land frem
Geraldton to Albany. We are uof
so blind as not to see thal the same
thing which has happened in Victoria
and in Queenslund will occur here. The
first impetus given to those colonies was
given by goldinining, and then afterwards
the people settled on the land. Not o
week goes by in my electorte but I send
down two or three men to the Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands te ask for infor-
mation as to land tosettleon. It is from
the miners that settlers are being recruited.
When they make o few pounds they
come down to the agrieultural districts,
because they know t]mt after all, there is
nothing in the world like & home and a
piece of lnd thev wm call their own
Every encourngement ought, to be given to
this process, so that there may lec estab
lished a population which can be relied on



118 Addiress-in-Reply :

when, perhaps, our gold mining is no
more. I would urge on the mining
members to take no notice of taunts which
1nay be levelled at them for supporting the
Government on this occasion. Their
constituents are not hide-bound or narrow-
minded, but will allow their representa-
tives discretion. It would be absolutely
ruinous to force a political crisis, and to
barter away £3,000,000 in return for
£200,000. T trust the result of the
debate will be to allow the work of the
session to go along quickly, because
we do not waut to be here until Christmas
or the New Year. I am certain the
Govermnent will redeem their promise to
consider the tariff next session, and have
the items dealt with seriafim in a spirit
of compromise. What is meant by the
“glimbing-down ™ business which has
‘been referred to in connection with the
Government ? It simply means that the
Government may climb down, but the
Opposition are not going to be given a
chance to elimb up. The Opposition
have not suflicient power behind them
just now to climb up to the Treasury
benches. What did Sir George Turner
do#¥ He is the first Premier for a long
time in Victorin who is succeeding in
pulling that colony out of the mire; and
he is doing it by ignoring party politics.
He went into power with the one sole
idea of adopting any good measure, no
matter by whom propesed. That is
“climbing down,” if you like to call it
s0. First and foremost he considers the
country, and, secondly, his dignity. 'That
is what our Premier shows a tendency to
do, and I hope he will do it. I helieve,
too, that the leader of the Opposition
will always be found willing to lend a
hand in any legislation which will tend
to establish Western Australia on a frm
and sound basis. If we are to have
federation in a few years, our agricul-
turists may, by that time, have got their
lands fenced in and crops planted, and
the colony will be more on the samme basis
as that of the other colonies. Tiis to be
regretted that a spirit of rivalry has heen
introduced by the hon. wmmember for
North-Bast Coolgardie agninst those in
this House whom he does not yet know,
and whom he will fiud to bhe as good
white men as he is, willing to help the
country along according to their lights,
as he does aceording to his lights.
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Mz WALTER JAMES: As u member
who hus no axe to grind, and who does
uot expect any favour from the Govern-
went, I can say at once that I intend to
support the amendment. As I have
arranged to pair in the division for the
amendment, and shall not be able to
record my vote, I want to express my
views on the question before the House,
so that there may be ne misunderstanding.
This question of the tariff is no new one
to me. Tt has been fully discussed on
many ceccasions sinee I had the privilege
of sitting in this House. 'The question
first cropped up in 1893, Then, however,
it was not disenssed in counection with
food duties, but related to the stock tax
or meat duties. TFrom the very first I
opposed the stock tax. On addresses-
in-reply, and every other occasion
when an opportunity presented itself,
I have expressed o strong opinion
against the continuation of this tax.
T am one of those who think that when
an amendment of this kind is brought
forward, we are not justified in minutely
analysing it in order te see whether we
can give our unswerving and fullest sup-
port toevery word. That is n trick which
18 too frequently played; and I rvegret to
think it is not done with any good purpuse,
but simply to atford an excuse to colourless
politivians who give pledges on the public
platform, and then seek the eurliest
possible opportunity of recording their
votes in a different direction from that in
which their promises went. I think it
tends to obscure the real issue. If, every
time a motion is brought up, we are going
to insist that, unless we agreé with every
word in it, we must vote against it, we
ghall be making political principles the
mere puppets of party politics. I agree
with the hou. inember for East Coolgardie
in deploring the presence of toe much
T this
colony, where we have vot got a party
government, it is, to say the least of
it, ungenerous for an houn. member
who hus always behind him un over-
whelming majority, to condescend to tricks
of party, so as to make his majority still
more overwhelming, and to efface all op-
position which does not sit on this side of
the House from any impure ov improper
mwotives. I am vain enough to think that,
if we wore to sit ou the other side of the
House, we would work ourselves 1o the
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front—not all of us, becuuse there would ' the argument of the right honourable

not be room enough. We
here because we waut to be prominent.
We are vain enough to think that we
should be just as prominent wherever we
sub.
we bear in mind that, on the great majo-
rity of occasions, the members on this side
of the House give a generous support to
the Government policy. As a rule, the
position taken up by members on this
side of the House is simply a position of
independence.
party in this House, on the Opposition
side, which carrieson purty tactics. Ithink
[ am right in saying that there are not

are nof sitting -

gentleman  awounts to  anything, it
amonnts to this, thut vou can never have
a change of Government until everv

" member of the House has had u portfolie,

It is still more ungenerous, when .

I do not think there is a

half-a-dozen men on these Opposition

benches who are banded together as a
party. The other side ouUht, to refrain

trom condescending to these unworthy

tactics.

TaE
tactics P

Mz, JAMES: Those who endeavour
to attract members to their ranks, not
from a pure consideration of the issue
Lefore them, but from a consideration of
the results which it is likely to bring
about to themselves; who say, “Down
with meagures and look at men: never
mind your political principles, look at
your political party”—those who do
this are pursuing the tactics to which T
object. T say it 13 still more ungenerous
—and I venture to say it with the ntmost
respect for the right hon. gentleman, who
knows the respect I entertain for him
personally—to make observations on the
mere personnel of the Opposition; to say,
“How would you feel if you had to
follow a Government led by the member
for Albany and his few followers

Tae Premier: That is not personal
at all.

Me. JAMES: T am foolish enough to
think that Western Australia is no ex-
ception to the ordinary rule of nature—
that there is no body of men here who
are absolutely essential to the future pro-
gress and prosperity of the colony; and [

Premrer:  What unworthy

really believe that, if the time came when .

the majority of the people of this colony
thought there ought to be a chauge of
Government, the colony has big enough
men and good enough men, and an ample
number of men to sit oo the front Treasury
henches, and to earry out faithfully and
well the duties of the Government. Tf

But they will not give us a chance to get
the experience which they say is necessary.
It seems to mie altogether ungenerous to
put forward such an argumeut I think
it would be much fairer and much better
to follow the suggestion of the hon.
member for Bust Coolgardie, and endea-
vour to avoid creating party feeling in
this colony, unless such is involved in
the motion before us. I should like
the Premier better if he were not so
fond of showing his strength. T think he
has a sufficient majority behind him to
fight the question ob its Diefits —to fight it
as a principle, and not to make it a ques-
tion of persons. Tet the issue be whether
the question is good or bad, and not
whether the man is good or bad. I do
not suppose anyone will accuse me of being
anxious to shift the Ministry., I would
rather support them. I recognise the
troubles they have had in the past, und I
have no doubt that a great many troubles
awalt them in the future. They have had
difficulties in the past, and there will be
difficulties in the futwre. We are not
anxious to shift the Ministry, so lony as
they are kept closely in touch with public
opinion. T do not say we always represent
public opinion. Of cowrse we think we
do, and of course the Govermmnent think
they do. I do not think there is any
chance of the public being represented
unless there are two sides in the
House, so that members can express the
opinions of all sections of the community.
I bhave always said that I was a pro.
tectionist; and my greatest fear aboui
the abolition of these food duties—and I
am not going to vote for the abolition of
them all—is not bow they will affect the
Government or the Ministry, but how
they will affect the settlement of the
country. During the past few years there
has been a very strong tendency indeed
to depart from the principles of protection.
I find it in the Press, and, to a large
extent, in the right hon. the Premier’s
speech at Bunbury, when he told us that
bhe was neither u protectionist nor a
freetrader—he wus a sort of lalf-and-
Lalf gentleman sitting on a ril. T do
not like that. We shall soon have to
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determine whether this colony is to be
run on protective lines or on freetrade
lines. I am afraid, if we introduce items
which are irritating and unnecessary, they
will tend to take a deal of support from
the protectionists which we very badly
want.  To-night I am far more concerned
for the principle of protection than T
am for the mterests of the Opposi-
tion or the Govermment. I think 1t is
unfair for the Government to say that
the whole of this question is answered by
departing from the point at issue and
saying, what is the indictment brought
against the Government? Does any hon.
member who sits behind the Premier, and
1s going to snpport him, expect us to have
an indictinent, when you bear in mind
what an enormous amount of money has
been spent—four-and-a-half millions ster-
ling last year alone? Is there any spot
in the world where u Ministry has had
the privilege of spending so much money,
but would be able to retain its place and
be able to point to every sign of prosperity
around it? We shall be able to judge
better when this enormous expenditure of
public money has ceased—when there
are no adventitious aids to prosperity.
And, in the meantime, it seems to me
attogether unfair to imagine that the posi-
tion of the Government is strong beyond
exception, simply because the Premier can
say, what 15 your indictment? and we
are mnable to place our finger on one.
The right honourable gentleman was
good enough to refer to a speech I made
at the Federal Convention in Sydney. I
do not want to qualify it; but when I
wus speaking at that Convention I was
expressing what I personally thought were
the terms they should give us, if they
wished us to go into federation imme-
diately. I said I was prepared to advise
a sacrifice, althongh 1 was a strong pro-
tectionist here. If they would give us
the duties which would enable us to build
up our agricultural industries, I would be
prepared to give up the right to levy
duties on other industries. I do not want
anyone to think that T am anything else
than a whole-hearted protectionist—a pro-
tectionist for the agriculturists and also
for the other industries. T cannot help
being pleased with the idead gpeech nude
by the Premier. It scemed to me a
splendid exposition of the value of pro.
tection. My complaint here has always
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been that protection has been so one-sided.
In all my speeches and votes I have
always supported the agricultural indus-
try. I bave alwaysrecognised how much
the fnture success of the colony would
depend on the growth of that mdustry;
how desirable it is that we should take
every possible step for the purpose of
settling the people on the soil, and for
getting that permanent population without
which our goldfields would be absolutely
useless. I have already said tbat, and I
hope I always shall. T adnit that T did
lose a certain amount of heart when I saw
the returns for 18%35-6, and saw so little
development had been made. I think
perhaps that T was a little too sanguine
hefore, but I was a little bit disappointed
at the progress made in that year. When
the election was held in May last, I then
said to my constituents that, although I
was a protectionist, unless I saw a more
determined effort made to produce those
articles of food in the colony, I should
feel bound to depart from those prin-
ciples of protection and abolish fhe
duties. I told my constituents at the
same time that whenever I thought, in
the interests of the farmers and the
agricultural population of the colony, it
became necessary to impose food duties
or to abolish them, I would give my vote
to impose, abolish, or reimpose them. I
think it is due largely to the wise and
vigorous administration of the Commis-
gioner of Lands that a great deal of the
doubt—if not the whole of the doubt in
my mind until recently—was removed.
Tt seems to me that we are justified in
saying that, as far as we can see at pre-
sent, there is not land enough brought
under cultivation in this colony to say
that within a short time our local demand
will be met. I think that T am prepared
to take the duties off the main articles of
the agricultural industry if the artisans
of the city are not satisfied that the
farmers are showing sufficient energy
and “go” and determination in the con-
duct of their industry. I do not think
the city workers would complain of a
protective duty to the farming industry.
They want protection themselves, and
having protection they are prepared to
give it to the farmers. They have felt
that in the pust, althongl the farmers
were protected. they were not bringing
that wimount of energy to their work fhat
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they had a right to expect.
think I am wrong in this. I believe the
city electors are now satisfied that the
farmersarealiveandare getting some “go”
in them, and they will be prepared to
bear this burden. We all must recognise
that we could only obtain cheap living by
the production of the articles of food in-
side the colony. If we remove the food
duties, it means that we shall import a
larger amount.  Soener or later we have
got to face the ¢question that, before we
can obtain cheaper means of living, we
must be able to produce largely.
I do not want to be misunderstood. Iam
going to support the taking off the duties
on articles like cheese. 1 think that
ought to be free. We do not produce

anything like enough of that article, and .

Y do not see how we can.  Articles like
cheese, hacon, and butter- -1 do not men-
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the Eastern districts they cannot supply
enough meat for our requirements. You
have to go to the North, and in
going to the North you are passing
away from the agricultural industry
and going to the pastoral industry,
which is not as important as the
agricultural industry.  The men who go

“up to the North and engage in this

tion eggs, becanse I do not think there .

ought to be a duty on eggs, because fresh
eggs are always better than those im-
ported—but articles like bacon, butter,
and cheese, which are not produced in the
colony in anything like Jarge quantities,
and will not be produced sufficiently for
years to come, should be free. If we want
to protect them, the best way to apply the
protection is by a system of bonuses.
you apply a system of bonuses to these
three articles, and articles like them, you
will give equal protection to the farmers

If

and £o the deserving men, and increase :

the output. Although I am prepared,
in connection with the agricultural in-
dustry, to give them that support I
have mentioned, I am not one of those
who think that a man ceases to be a
protectionist because sometimes he would
think a particular duty cught to cease or
be removed. Protection has a broader
principle than that. In all these cases
one has to consider the time, the country,
and the surrounding areumstances.
When I say I am prepared to vote in
favour of the main articles that affect the
agricnltural industry for a retention of
the duties on those articles, T am not
prepared to vote for meat duttes. T want
to make myself clear. I want to make it
clear that 1 am not departing from my
adherence to the protective duties. My
retention of the food duties does not apply
so far as the meut Juties are concerned.
It seems to me they formn two different
branches in this colony. Atall events, in

industry deserve every sympathy and
support. The pastoralists do not deserve
the unkind things that the hon. member
for the Swan said of them. I know some
of the sguatters, and the life they
have to undergo. I know the difliculties
in conuection with the droughts, the
dangers and the losses, and they deserve
every sympathy and consideration. The
position T have taken up in connection
with the meat duties i1s that they
do not require these duties, which are
not needed in their interest. They
never have required them. The stock
tax is no good to them, because they
are so far from the market, and it
would be hetter for them to have ship-
ping facilities and a regular line of
steamers to enable them to bring their
stock to market, than to have this stock
tax. That has always bheen my opinion.
I am glad to think, from what the
Premier said last evening, that my
position has heen established and
admitted by Thim, because he said
the stock tax is not required. When we
have shipping facilities, pastoralists can
compete without a tax. 1t is not the
tax that is required, but the shipping
facilities; and if that is so, what 18 the
use of maintaining that tax? What is the
use of maintaining a tax which does not
agsist the producer of our meat supplies,
but assists only comparatively a small
number of people, to whom the stock tax
becomes a monopoly and not a protection.
It is because I think that this tax is not
required that I do not believe in it. 1
think it ought to be removed; nor do I
think it right, in discussing a question
lilke this, to analyse, as has been done by
some members, what the tax amounts to
per head of ihe population per day or
per week. You can take any tax, and if
vou analyse it in that way you come to the
conclusion that the most heavily taxed
community in the world is lightly taxed.
if you take any itemn, and take the mere
cost n connection with it, vou find that
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uny item, however heavy it may appear,
and if it were ten times as heavy as it
is now, if you analyse it in that way
you come to the conclusion it is very
light. I do not think that is « good
ling of reasoning, nor do 1 think that it
i5 good for us to keep a tax that does no
good to those whom it is supposed to
usgigt, but which does a great Jdeal of
wnjury to protection. The squatters, T
think, ought to have indirect protection.
The people think that this stock tax
is pressing heavily upon them, and
you are keeping a tax on which does
the squatter no good. 1 say, abolish
the stock tax. I think the frozen meat
tax and the other duties in connec-

[ASSEMBLY. ]

tion with meat taxation ought to be re- -

duced. I would not have them wiped
vut altogether, but there should be a re-
duction. 'There shoukl be a reduction T

think consistent with the interests of -

those who produce these articles, but the
interests of those who produce these
articles should not Le considered alone.
If the giving of shipping facilities can-
not get the stock down cheaply enough
to compete with the imported stock,
give them similar assistance to that given
to the farmer; give them o line of
steamers, and deal with them as you
intend to deal with the land. The Pre-
mier said he intended to clear and throw

.oevery man

it. open for cultivation, if private enter-

prise would not do it.
might apply in connection with the meat
question. Give them shipping facilities,
and if they eannot get it down sufficiently
cheap to compete with the imported
article, give them a subsidised line of
steamers, and give them a start in that
way. Apply the same priociple of pro-
tection to them as you wish to apply to
the agriculturist.
Tue Prraies:
principle at all.
Mr. JAMES: It strikes me as the
same. [ understand from the Govern-
ment we are goinyg to have next session a
general revision of the tariff. 1 am glad
indeed of the fact, and when considering
that question I hope, as a whole-hearted
protectionist, if they arc prepared to give
protection, a large measure of protection,
to some industries which are overlooked
now, I might be more inclined to eet
them with regard to agricultural products
and the pastoral products more than I am

Tt is not the same

The same thing |
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at present. When the tine comes for
dealing with the whole guestion, I hope
the Govermuent will recognise this,
that valuable though the agricultural
industry and pastorn] industry are.
they must not forget other industries
almost us wvaluable, which uader owr
present tariff are neglected. You will
find 2 great deal of opposition tu the
present duties, which press wholly in
favour of one cluss. A great deal of that
will be removed when your protectionist
principle is less partisan. I hope that
will be so when the next tarift Bill vomes
in. I am quite certain that if the
Government assist the towns, the towns
will assist them, more especially in con-
nection  with the duties unow under
cousideration. I am going to vote in
favour of the amendment for the reasous
given, because I helieve some duties
should be reduced. I could not vote
against the amendwent, becanse it con.
tains o pringiple T think is just. I
am not going to take into consideration
the men and not the measures. T would
like to see that the guiding principle of
and every member of this
House in connection with this great
question, for I do think the Government,
are quite strong enough to have a free,
independenf{ vote and free criticism.
Personally, I should be sorry to see the
Government ejected from office, if that
is to be the result of their refusal to reduce
the duties. I am afraid that if this
amendment were to be carried against
them, it would be only a temporary
advantage, for they would come back to
power, in about 48 hours, stronger than
ever. I would like to see the question
settled on the merits of the amendment
itself, quite free from any party or side
8818

Me. RASON: Whatever complaints
members on this side may have to make
against members of the Opposition, I do
not think we shall have any complaint as
to the variety of the political views
that have been called forth from
those who have spoken. Almost every
member, who has risen on the Opposition
side of the House, has differed on most
material lines of policy from members who
had preceded him on that side. T do not
propose to say anything in reply to the

| nember for East Perth, who has just
! :-..pnl‘en, because I will admit 1 ain under
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cousiderable difficulty in understanding on
which side he intends to vote.

Mx. Leage: He said he would vote for
the amendment, or peir for it.

Mr. RASON: I should like to cungraiu-
late the member for North-East Coolgardie
(Mr. Vosper) on the eloquence, though not
on the good taste, of his speech: but it is
a significant fact that, when he has any-
thing to say worth saving, he probably has
ne rival in the art of putting whatever he
has to say into terse and concise language,
and I believe T am perfectly fair to hum
when I say the lineal dimensions of his
speech are generally in inverse proportion
to their solid contents, and. he religiously
maintained thatratio inthespeech he deliv-
-eredto-day. Asagoldfieldsmember whohas
been tawnted with an intention to not fulfil
the pledges 1 made on the hustings, I have
now to justify, if possible, and if it is
necessary, the course I intend to pursue on
this questlon, and I have to ask myself
what is the rveal object in seeking to ‘tack

this amendment to the Address-in- Repl} ?
I propose to treat thiz matter as though
the promise of the Premier to “climb
down,” as the member for Central Mur-
chison chooses ta call it, had never heen
made, and had wvever been offered. 1
propose to deal with the question as it
stood when this motion wae submitted ;
and there in no denying the fact that,
when this motion was tabled, this addition
to the Address-in-Reply was songht for,
becaunse it was known that it must be
taken as a motion of want of confidence.
Some wmembers on the Opposition side
have denied that they had any inten-
tion to turn out the Government, or
that they wished to upset the Govern-
ment; but I would ask the House to
remember the cheers which immediately
went up from that side of the House
when the Premier stated he would accept
the amendment as a direct motion of
want of confidence. The cheers that
went up from that side showed that those
members intended it so to be taken, and
were pleased indeed that it was so taken.
Therefore I say the Fallucy of wording
that motion mildly, so as to give the
Government an opportunity of * climbing
down ” if they wished, is now an e\ploded
farce. Those who are directly responsible
for this motion counted at the time on
the support thev thought thev would
receive  from members sitiing om the
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Government zide of the House—those
members who, while they have no desire
to upset the Government, have a real
and honest desire to bring about u
reduction or abolition of the food duties.
How much the Opposition members relied
on that fact is shown by the indecent—I
say it advisedly—the indecent manuer in
which, at every possible opportunity, they
have thrown up to members on this side
how unevessary it is to remember the
pledyes we made on the hustings. I am
not goiny to forget the pledges I made on
the hustings. I shall remember them
just ag well as members sitting on that
side of the House, wheun the proper time
comes; but I am not going to be made a
catspaw of —I am not goipg to be made
use of--by members of the Opposition.
simply to gain their own ends.

Mr. Irixewort: Qur purpose is to
geb the duties off.

Mr. RASON: I will vemember that
statement, and will show how earnest the
hon. member must he to get the duties off.
The hon, member should have a little
hetter memory. The head of the Govern-
ment has reminded him of the speech
which that hon. member made on the
question of duties in 1885.

Me. InLivcewortH : Oh, T made it again
this year, at Cue.

Mr. RASON: The hon. member said,
in a speech he mude in this House just
a year ago, when Parliament was on the
eve of dissolution, and when he, a tried
politician as he is, would weigh well what
he said in the House, because he wouwld
know that very soon after saying this he
would have to meet his constituents

Mr. IruingworTy : He said the same
to his constituents, remember.

Mr. RASON: I doubt it. Perhaps
the hon. member will allow me to quote
what he did say. He said: “What we
Lave to do, and what it is better for us to
do, is to improve our estate rather than to
take off duties.”

Mg. InLivowortH : I said the same at
Cue, in the last geaeral election.

Mer. RASON: I fail to see how that
policy, which the hon. member described
as being the true and proper policy to
pursue, differs in the smallest respect
from the policy which the Premier pro-
poses to pursue. He proposes to improve
our estate rather than to tuke off the
duties this session.  Yet, in spite of that
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statement - -agreeing in the most remark-
able manner with the policy which the
hon, member says is the right policy—

[ASSEMBLY.]

the hon. member now has the andacity to

propose a direct vote of want of con-
fidence in the Govermment.

Mg, InLivaeworth : I did not propose
it. :
Mr. RASON: The
seconded it.

M=z. ILuiveworTH : No,

Mr. RASON : Well, he supported it,
and, whoever is really responsible for it,
he gets the credit for it.

MRr. TnuiveworTH: I get the credit
for a good deal that T am not responsible
for.

Mr. RASON: The lhon. wmember, to
show how earnest he was in his desire to
upset the Government, thinking as he
says-—and as 1 am prepared to admit he
is sincere in thinking —that it was neces-
sary for the benefit of the country that
the Forrest Ministry should be upset——
[Mk. ILuinawortH : I never said that.}
The hon. member said he was in receipt
of advices from London, from trusted and
tried correspondents, who assured him
that the one thing necessary for the wel-
fare of this country was the turning out
of power of the present Government.

Mz. InninaworTH: I did not say I
agreed with that opinion.

Mr. RASON: I can understand the
tactics of the hon. member, and T think
the House will appreciate them. If he
quotes remarks and urges facts, or so-
called facts, which he does not agree
with

Me. IntineworTH: I quoted them as
proof of the difference of opinion.

Mr. RASON: Well, there must be a
very great difference of opinivn, and the
hon. member's correspondents are not too
well informed. I think it would be to
the advantage of the hon. member if he
changed them; for I can asswe him I
have correspondents in London—possibly
not of such high standing as those of the
hon. member, but still men who are in a
position to know the true feeling in the old
country on this matter—and I can say
that my advices are in direct opposition
to the advices which the hon. member has
quoted.

Mr. TLLiweworth : It proves the dif-
ference of opinion. That is exactly what
I proved.

hon.  member

Amendment, food dnlies.

Mr. RASON: The hon. member for
North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper), no
doubt, made a very eloquent speech. I
congratulate him on his eloquence; but I
regret that I cannot congratulate him on
his good taste. He thought fit to refer
to brother goldfields members as heing
willing slaves to a gentleman he compared
to the SBultan of Turkey. The hon. member,
in hig style and in his very dictatorial
manner, struck me very forcibly as being
hinself n much more ideal Sultan of
Turkey than even the right hon. the
liead of the Government. I can assure
the hon. member that he attempted to
dictate to goldfields members in a way
which the gentleman at the head of the
Giovernment. has never attempted to do.
We would not-—I think I may speak for
some of the goldfields members, at all
events, on tlns question—we would not
submit to he dictated to, even by the head
of the Government, in the way the lion.
member for North-East Coolgardie at-
templed to dictate to us. T am asked to
remember my pledges. I will, and I will
asle the House to consider what those
pledges were. I was returned for an
electorate embracing a good many gold-
fields. [M=z. Inuineworre: Anda good
district.] Yes, and a good district—I
thank the hon. member for that—a good
district, in which there are a great number
of men possessing very many different
opinions. It is u significant fact—and I
ask the House to listen to ine for a moment
—that I was elected by a decent number
of electors, at the head of the poll, as a
supporter of the Govermment, with a
desire to reduce orabolish the food duties.
The gentleman who was next to me on the
poll, with a very respectable number of
votes, was also a supporter of the Govern-
ment, hut without a desire to interfere
to any great extent with the food duties.
The gentleman atb the hottom of the poll,
whose votes I think could be counted on
one hand, was a direct Oppositionist with
w desire to abolish the food duties. In
asking myself what my coustituents had
most in their minds when they elected me,
T am forced to the conelusion that T was
elected not so much becanse T was in favour
of the abolition of the food duties—the
gentleman at the bottom of the poll was
m favour of that—but because, in the first
place, I was prepared to support the
present Government.
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Me. InLixgworth: Noj; it was vour
superior ability.

Mz. Moreans: And the Coolgardie
water scheme.

M=z. RASON: And the Coolgurdie
water scheme, if you like. I know full
well from the facts I have stated, and
from other sources of information, that
the course 1 intend to pursue i1s the course
whieh is most agreeable to my constituents.
I should not think of doing anything but
what I was fully convinced was for the
Lenefit of my constituents and the country.
It is unnecessary—it is more than un.
necessury, it is foolish—for hon. members
on the Opposition side of the House to
- remind us of the pledges we made on

the hustings. We do not intend to
forget those pledges; but in a case
of this nature we desire, even at some
loss to ourselves, and at a loss of
credit, perhaps, with a few of owr con-
stituents, to do what is hest for the
counbry as a whole. We have no course
open to us other than to show that we
wili be no party to a motion of a want of
confidence, introduced by gentlemen who,
if they have really any desire for a reduc-
tion of the food duties, huve, I amn bound
to say, so far doune very liitle to show
their earnestness in the cause. Where
are the arguments in support of the
abolition of the duties from either the
leader  of  the Opposition or the
hon. member for Central Murchison ?
From the leader of the Opposition we
had nothing. From the member for
Central Murchison we lad nothing, and
from the member for the Swan we had
worse than nothing. And that nothing
plas nothing equals nothing is a shople
statement of arithmetic, which T thk
will he within the grasp even of the mem-
bers of the Opposition.

Mz Leage: You pledged nothing
hefore your constituents.

Mgr. RASON: Oun the contrury, I
pledged myself very distinctly to support
the present Government, and equally dis-
tinetly to endeavour to bring about a re-
duction or an abolition of the food duties.

Me. Simpsox: And now you are
“endeavouring.”

Mz. RASON: And now I come to the
manner in which we have been met by
the Premier.

Me. Srvpsow: What pledge have von
got from him ¥
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Mr. RASON: A pledge that is quite
suficient for me, and quite sufficient for
my constituents, and a pledge which the
division on this amendment will show is
quite sufficient. for a large majority of the
House.

Me. WOOD: When I first read para-
graph 22 in the Governor’s Speech, I must
say that vy feelings were those of sur-
prise and regret. I was very mueh sur-
prised to see the course taken by the
Government in throwing down the gaunt.
let, as they did on the food duties ques-
tion, when they knew full well publie
opinion was very warm on the subject,
and that many of their supportérs weie
pledged to an abolition of the duties. I
was very sorry indeed; but whenI héard
the motion of no-confidence in the Govern-
ment, it then became a question to my
mind as to what I was going to do. I
have been reminded of my pledges by the
hon. member for the Swan. I wish
that. hon member were present, so that
he conld hear what my pledges really
were on this question. I have taken the
trouble to hunt up the old files of the
local newspapers, and in referring to my
speech to the electors I find I said as
follows :—

The Parlinment of the country have great
responsibilitivs cast upon them, and their duty
ig to consider the colony as a whole, and as far
as possible to keep it intack, so that a large
and settled population, embracing all trades
and industries, ¢can live and prosper. This
brings me to what might be cailed the burning
question of the hour, und that is the high cost
of living in Western Australia, and I claim
that I was the first person who called public
atiention to this multer when I addressed you
last June, prior to the meeting of the last
sesgion of Parlinment. Then I called attention
to the fearful rents that people were labouring
under, and noone knew this better than I, as 1
had just shortly before made a house-to-house
canvas of the city as valuator for 'the Uity
Council. This year things are no better, and
the people are now groaning under the heavy
hurden of high rents, and dear food in the
shape of hread and meat. Now, gentlemen,
how is this state of things to be remedied?
Will the aholition of the stock tax and taking
the duty of flour and frozen meat bring
about the desired effect 7 [ think that
abolishing the duty on meat might bring the
price down cne penny per pound, but that is
about all. Would taking off 30s. from the
value of 2,0001h. of Hour, or from 1,400 loaves,
reduce the price of bread? A very small
caleulation will show that, so far as the bread
question is concerned, the duty is responsible
for 0d. per loaf, or, in a family taking four
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loaves a day, or 26 loaves per week, it would
ease the bread hill to the extent of 7d. per
week—i.e, if our friend the baker reduced his
price from 5d. to 44d. per leaf.

At that time bread was 5d. a loaf, and

now it is 4d., and the figures will be re-
latively altered.

M=e. Moraans: The price is 8d. per
loaf at Coolgardie.

Mr. WOOD : At any rate, it is 4d. in
Perth. T go on to say:——

[ am not defending the tariff in any way.
[ am in favour of a free hreakfast table as
much as any man, but [ like to look at these
matters from a practical and common sense
atandpoint, and, if possible, to put a finger on
the weak spot. The veason of dear bread just
now is o shortage in the crops all over Aus-
tralasia and Now Zealand. With agood season
this year you will find bread down to 3d. per
loaf, as it was only a few months ago. But
for all this, [ would favour the abolition of
duties on all necessaries of life, as I think the
amount of protection is so infinitesial that
the producers would not feel the loss, as the
local markets are just now so good. I have
no hesitation in saying that the high rents at
present ruling are the chief cinse of the high
cost of living.

That is the pledge T gauve, namely, that I
was in favour of the abolition or a reduc-
tion of the duties. A little later on, in
an address to some society in Perth, 1
said I was in favour of the abolition of
the duties, but that I would accept o re-
duction as a first step towards abolition.
I am quite prepared to carry out that
pledge at the proper time; butthe proper
time is not when the members of the
Opposition think fit to introduce an
amendment of this character. The pro-
per time, to my mind, is when I think
proper. 8o long as I support a motion
for the abolition of the food duties dur-
ing the life of this Parliament, I consider
I have done my duty to my constituents.

Mgz. Simpson: That may not be for
four years.

Mr. WQOD: Never mind whether it
be four years or ten years; if [ do it
within the life of the Parliament, that is
the extent of my pledge and my promise.
How are we met on this subject by the
Government ? We are met by a promise
from the Premier that the whole question
of the tariff will be taken into considera-
tion next session; and not only that, but
at an early period of next session.

Me. ILLineworTH : You have to thank
us for that promise.

[ASSEMBILY.]
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Myr. WOOD: 1 do not admit that, I

. have to thank myself and members on

this side of the House as much as I have
to thank members of the Opposition.
You Opposition members think your-
selves clever, and that you bring about all
great reforms.  You think you were the
means of introducing the Education
Bill; but the education question was
settled by the supporters of the Govern-
ment.

A MemBER:
bomnaent,

Mr. WOOD : 8o it is with these food
duties. If they are settled on an equitable
basis, it will be by the Government and
their supporters. 1t is the duty of the
Opposition, T know, to bring forward
these questions; but it the Opposition
had not brought forward the matter of
the food duties, does anyhody mean to say
that it would not have been brought
forward by members on the Ministerial
side of the House? If no one else lhad
bronght it forward, I myself would,
becanse I am pledged to my own consti-
tuents on the point. I have seen the
dificulties under which people live owing
to the high price of bread and meat. It
is the high price of meat that is the
trouble. [Mr. A. Foerest: No.] I
say that the high price. of meat is
the trouble, or at any rate the price
of bread and meat. Ring or no ring.
there is something that is just as bad as
a ring. It is very bard for a small
butcher to start business in this place.
owing to the difficulty he has in getting
a regular supply.

B. A. ForresT : That is not correct.

Mr. WOOD: I am certain it is
correct to this extent. that the supplies
are not regular.

M=r. A. Forrest : Yes, they ave.

Mr. WOOD : I venture to differ from
the hon. member. I know all about
it, and the meat supplies are not regular.
We shall never overcome the meat diffi-
culty till we have a proper system of
slaughter, and also have the wholesale car-
cass butcher, as he is known in Victoria.

M=r. A. Forresr: You do not under-
stand the trade.

Mr. WOOD: I do notunderstand the
trade perhaps as well as the hon. member
does, because I have not the pleasure of
taking the profits of it; but 1 understand
it fairly well. What is wanted is the

De wortuis wl  nisi
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carcass butcher, as in Victoria and other
parts of the world, and then a man could
get his supplies every morning. [Mr. A,
Forrest: He can now.] Yes, but what 1
do they charge him? [Mr. A. Forrest:
Very little.] The middleman or salesman
charges such a price as not to leave a
margin for the butcher to retail it. Nearly
every small butcher comes to grief.

Ax Hov. MennpEr: That is because he
gives “tick.”

Mr. WOOD: Never mind: the small
butchers come to grief; and if they do
not come to grief, the meat they sell is
hardly fit fo eat, all owing to the fact
that thev cannot get a proper supply.
An hon. friend on my right says they get |
it at a fair price. WWhat are the tacts? .
Only last week, u lot of sheep were taken
from New South Wales. They numbered
between 2,000 and 3,000. They were sold
at 33d. with the fleeca. The fleeces are
pretty heavy this yenr. Some of my
friends, who know all about the trade, tell
me that they allowed 3d. for the fleece, 5o
that brings the price down to 23d., and
vat we have to pay 7d. or 8d. per Ib. for
the meat. Does not that show there is a
ring? [A Mesmser: Ob, it is the high
rents!]  When we see people of limited
incomes, working people, having te pay
this price for meat, it is enough to make
anvone’s blood boil, and to insist that,
somehow or otler, these prices must be
brought down. Something must be done -
to bring down the duties. So far us Tam
personally concerned, T am satisfied to
accept the assurance of the Premier that '
this question will he brought forward at
an early part of next session.

A Memper: Have we his positive
assurance ?

Mzr. WOOD: This afternoon. when
the hon. member for North-Bast Cool-
gardie said he was not satisfied with the
pledge of the Premier, and asked the
question, “Are we to have the duties
reduced ?” a voice— I do not think it was
that of the Premier. hut it was in his
neighbourhood—said, “No; of course
you are not going to get the duties re-
duced.” If these are the sentiments of .
the right hon. gentleman occupying the
head of the Treasurv bench, I do not .
agree with them, and, Defore 1 vote
against the nmendment, I must have a |
very explicit statement from the head of |
the Government that this question will

F20 Ocrourn. 1897.7

Amendment, food dulies. 127
be dealt with fully. fairly. and properly
at an early date next session.

Tue PrEmier: I said that last night.

A Memaer: Did von say yvou would
reduce the duties ¥

Tre PrEmier: I said T wonld reduce
some and abolish others.

Me. WOOD: I must congratulate the
member for the Swan on the improved
method of his delivery. He was not quite
§0 noisv as he was on the first occasion
when he addressed this House, which I
put down o nervousness consearent on
his first appearance. The lordly way in
which le tried to dictate to us rather
amused us on this side of the House, and
it seemed rather albsnrd to hear him sav
that the Govermnent did not represent the
majority of this country, and threatening
members—particularly myself and the
member for Perth —with what will
happen to us at the next election if we do
not vote for the minendment. I think the
hen. member had better look out for him-
self at the next clection, because I am
quite sure he does not represent the
majority of his constituents.

Tue Premier: There
about that.

Mr. WOOD : If we were to count up
the votes, he would be outnumbered by
three to one. The hon. member, there-
fare, had better look vut for his own seat.
and not trouble himself abont mine. T
am satisfied with representing West Perth.
So long as I can retain my scat for that
constituency I shall be very proud indeed.
I think mine is the largesl constituency
in the colony. [ dare say East Cool-
gardie will soon be as large.

Mr. Morax: Tt is so already.

Mr. WOOD: It may be. T con-
gratnlaie the hon. member for East
Coolgardie on the speech he has made.
It was one of the best delivered during
the debate. The question has been
asked: *“ Why do not the working men
send for their families ¥ My own opinion
on that matter I gave during the election.
I pointed out that it is really owing fo
the high cost of living. 1 do not kmow
how it is on the goldfields: I do not
believe they have any rents to pay there
ab all; but here, iu Perth, house rent is
excessive. Three vears ago a cottage
could be obtained for 15s. a week which
is now scarcely obtainable for 30s., thus
adding 100 per cent. to the cost of

i5 no deubt
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living. Thirty-nine pounds per year has

thus been added to the working man's |
Youcannot ! ing to see this

expenses during that period.
et away from it. There is not a better
authority on this question than I am. I
kuow that house rents are abominable.
I am happy to say, however, that they
are coming down now. I am one of the
city valuators, and T was glad to see that
inone portion of the town a whole row of
houses have had their rents voluntarily
reduced from 25s. to 22s. 6d., and a
requisition went in to the landlord that if
the rents were not reduced to £1 per
week the whole of his tenauts would go
in a body. Imagine pecple doing that a
year or eighteen months ago! They
would have had to go on fheir knees to
entreat the landlord to raise, instead of
to reduce, their rents if they wanted a
house. One of the reasons why people
have been unable to come here lhas been
that they have had no place to put their
families in. Rather than put their families
in a tent, they have kept them in the
other colonies until they were able to lodge
them here comfortably. Another reason
is—we all know it, and cannot get away
from the fact — the people who come
here have had a very sad experience
during the Melbourne land boom, and
their natural queryis, * Is the place going
to last " They do not believe in the
place. I said then—I am glad Lam not
able to say it now: it is, however, only a
short time since things have changed--
that many people came here for the pur-
pose of wmaking a little money and then
going away. Now, I am glad to say,
people come here more with the view of
stopping among us. I think we need not
be afraid about the future of the colony
and about people coming here. Tet them
come here fora couple of years; after that
they will settle. Let them go fo Mel-
bourne or Sydney, or wherever they like:
they will come back again, for they will
find on their return that things have
changed in the other colonies, and
they will be glad to come back here.
We have only to get them here for o
little while to be sure that they will
stop. I would like to refer to one or two
things, especially to the speech delivered
by the hon. member for North-Eust Cool-
gardie, which showed that a great deal of
tune and labour had been expended, and
the figures were very interesting indeed.

[ASSEMBLY.
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Awendment, food dulies.

The hon. member for Easi Perth also
made a speech.  Itis always very refresh-
gentleman get up,
especially if he folds his arms and lectnres
us. He does not want to lecture us, but
he does it all the time. After lecturing
members on this side of the House on our
duty, and telling us what we ought to do
~—which I consider a piece of effrontery
on the hon. member’s part: it “ took the
calke,” Ithink—he concluded by telling us
that he was going to vote for this motion
against the Government. After quictly
lecturing us on owr duty, and telling us
what we ought to do, he winds up by say-
ing that he is going to pair. There are
two or three others that would like to
pair if they could. I will only say that
if I hear a further coufirmation of the
Premier’s promise, in spite of the inter-
jection from the neighbourhood of the
right hon, gentleman, I shall vote
against the amendment ; but unless I get
a satisfactory assurance that this question
of the abolition of duties will be brought
on, I shall vote for the amendment.

Mr. LOCKE: It is rather unfortunate
that I should, for the first time of rising
in this House, have to speak on such an
important subject as the food duties.
Nevertheless, I do not think I should
be doing my duty to my constituents if T
did not address myself to this question.
When I was returned to this House I
beat two other candidates. [Ax Honw.
MemBER: By a head.] No; Ly a big
majority ; and my platform was that, as
long as the Premier stuck to his pro-
gramme as given to us in the Bunbury
speech, I would stick to the Government;
and there can be no mistaking it. I
think every member in this House saw
the Premier's Bunbury speech before he
went ou the hustings at all; and thus
members knew what his ideas were-—what
the Government were prepared to do;and

_they nust have either been retwrned tosup-

port the Govermment, or to oppose them.
Ou the question of the duties the Premier
was very emphatic. He said he would
stand or fall by them, and T hope he
will. T am very sorry that so many of
the goldfields members—new members to
me - are in opposition to the Government,
and I am very sorry the leader of the
Opposition should throw down the gaunt-
let,as it were, to the furmers. [Mr. LEAKE:
Yon mean, pick it up.] We have no al-



Address-in-Reply :

ternative but to pick up. The goldfields
members say they are going to have free-
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trade, and the leader of the Opposition .

twits us with our agricultwmal railways
and bridges over rivers that do not exist.
If that is the idea of the goldfields mem-
bers, they will not be in accord with the
ideas of the Southern members. I am
glad that some of them, in able speeches,
have told us that that is not their will,
desire, ot intention. TIf the goldfields
members are willing to support the farmn-
crs and the pastoralists, the pastoral and
agricultural members will be only too glad
to help them in opening up their gold-
fields. I, for one, have much pleasure in
supporting anything that would open up
the woldfields. It is opening up a market
for us and the colony generally. The
Government are willing to do the best
they can to open up these fields, and it is
a great pity that the goldfields members
should start, as soon as they get into the
House, to oppose the agriculturists. I
hope that, when we come to a vote, the
goldfields members will show that they
are not entirely in favour of the abolition
of protection to the farmers. We do not
object to the mining industry being pro-
tected and having batteries and railways
and hospitals, or any scheme that suits
them, so long as we have a good market.
It is my dutly, as long as I am here, to
look after the 'L('ll(,lllt'lll'll interests, and
T think that, in looking after the g,old-
fields, and in seeing that the goldficlds
are being opened up, I am treading in
the right direction. But, if the goldtelds
members are prepared to do away with
the duties altogether, Iwill be inclined to
go against all thewr improvements. I do
not think the stock tax has anything
to do with the high cost of living, or
that the duty on flour has anything to
do with it. I think it is entirely due to
a chain of cireumstances. The Premier
suggests that if he puts this guestion off
for a year, the difficulties will have
vunished —- many of them, at any rate.
The heavy cost of living is due to the
rents; and they are righting themselves
every day.
not be disposed to climb down, as it has
been termed. I hope thev will stand
their ground and have a biz majority,
because it must be evident to the gold-
fields members that, as long as the
Gtovernment are willing to do so much for

! are.

I hope the Government will -
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them—and the settlers are willing to help
the Government te do it—it must do
more good than having a free breakfast-
table and no public works., I do not
think it is necessary for me to say much
more, but I want to let the goldfields
members know what the sentiments of
the agricultural portion of the community
I am sorry that so many of the
goldfields members sit on the Opposition
side and follow the tactics of the leader
of the Opposition.

Mg. LeagE: I cannot live under this
sarcusm.

Mg LOCKE: We cannot live without
raitways and hridges in the agricultural
centres, and a moderate protection; and
I hope the goldfields members will realise
that we have not got it all.  If we get the
money in one way, it goes back. A major
purtion of it is spent on the goldfields.

Mzr. MITCHELL (Murchison) : Little
is left to say, there has been so much al-
ready said, and, I think, encugh. But in
adding my mite to the already lengthy
talls, T may as well at once say that there is
not an hon. member of this House, or
anyone outside of it, who would sooner
see the total abolition of the food duties
than I, providing it could be done with-
out injury to any person, or in any way
hampering the Government. I cannot see
how this ean be; I am, therefore, apposed
to the amendwent. When anyone comes
hefore the House, as my hon. friend the
member for Albany does, supported by
other hon. members, and asks the Govern-
ment to give up such an important por-
tion of the revenue, he should be prepared
with some reascnable and workable sub-
stitute, and such as would be acceptable
to members, because 1t is pretty well
known that the preseni revenue is none
too mueh for the present requirements;
therefore it stands to reason that, if the
duty were taken off thesearticles, it would
be placed on something else; and the
question arises whether the new order of
things would he hetter than theold. I
for one think not. In this colony, as in
every olher colony, we have a Governmment,
to keepup. We have sometimes been told
that our (tovernment is aspending Govern-
ment. There is nothing pecubar about
that. It would be peculiar if it were not
50; Dbecause all Governments are more or
less spending Governments. If the
present Government bhas spent propor-
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tionately more than any other Government,
it has been due to the extraordinary
circumstances which have come over the
colony, calling for the construction of
public works and a host of other things
in order to keep pace with modern times.
I should not like to see the amendment
carried in the House, because it would
hamper the progress and the policy of the
Government, which is so necessary in
these days of go-ahead. A ery has been
raised in our land; but it is a bogus cry.
It is said that these food duties are keep-
ing families from our shores. It is utter
nongense—*“ vot,” I say. I have no hesi-
tation in saying—and I speak from some
little experience—that seven-tenths of
those who are leaving their families behind
them have no intention of ever hringing
their families over here. They mean to
make money on the goldfields; and,
having done so, they hope to return to
their former homes. Why should it not
be so? All of us have a leaning for the
home of our youth—to get back there if
we can. This ¢ry was first used as an
electioneering fulcrum, and it is now used
as a political lever. T can put no other
construction on it. Comning to the freelist
of the colony, which has been referred to
to a great extent, I think it has Deen
shown conclusively that it compares
favourably with the free lists of the other
colonies, unless they have pure freetrade.
I am not going to take up the time of the
House in going over all the items; but T
shall refer to two, notwithstanding that
they have been referred to hefore, and
these two are tea and sugar. Has the
abolition of the duty on these articles

made a difference to the working man or |

generally P T think not; and if the duty
were taken off the remaining articles, the
result would be the same. I appeal to
hon. members to weigh the matter before
voling, as a wrong vote now may wmiean
in the future a great hardship to many
of the picneer settlers of the colony who
have roughed it long before many of the
hon. members came here or thought of
coming. I am opposed to the amend-
ment and shall vote against it.

Mr. A. FORREST: In rising to speak
on this very important question, and to
address the few members of the Opposi-
tion who are present—and those are the
members I wish to address my few
remarks to—I do so with great confidence
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that the party sitting on this side of the
House will show, with no uncertain hand,
that they intend that the Opposition shall
not, for the present session, at any rate,
take part in the Government of the
country. A great cry has heem made
with reference to the food duties, which
is the only cry the Opposition have. I
intend to devote the few remarks I wish
to make to the question of the meat
duties; and I shall not deviate from that
position, because my remarks would not
be relevant to the position I intend to
take np if T did. 'This great question
has been raised before on this side and on
the other side of the House; but 1 was
sorry indeed to have to interrupt my hon.
friend the member for West Perth
{(Mr. Wood), for T think he did not
understand the question when he spoke
on the meat duties. The hon. member
knows & pgood deal about other things;
but he has mnot given that attention to
this particular subject that he ought to
have done when he addressed himself to
the House on that question. The subject
is one I intend to deal with almost
solely; because I am here speaking as a
representative of a squatting district,
and I am put in for that district on that
platform. That is the verdict, as far as
the people are concerned, on the meat
duties, and I intend to adhere to it, and
not to waver. [Mr. LEaxe: Waver?]
The member for Albany should not
interrupt, for when a member who is not
a lawyer is interrupted very much while
gpeaking, he may be thrown ouf on the
particular point he wishes to make. The
metnber for Albany will never convince me
that the opinions he tries to thrust down
the throats of members on this side of
the House are right. I have here a com-
parative statement of the cost of meat
delivered to the retail butfchers, the
figures being taken from the books of the
firm T represent (Messrs. Forrest and
Emanuel), and verified by auditors. The
period covered by these figures goes a long
way back, beginning in the year 1885;
and between the months of June and
Qctober in that year bullocks and sheep
were sold to the retail hutchers at 42d. a
pound weight; in 1886, June and July,
bullocks were sold at £18 each, sheep at
£1 2s, each, equalto 44 1b. ; in 1887, sheep
at 41lb., bullocks at 44d. and 5d. 1b.; in
1888, sheep at 41d.1b., Lullocks at 5d. 1b. ;
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in 1889, sheep at 3id. lb.. bullocks at
43d. 1b.; in 1890, sheep at 3d. 1, bul.
locks at 4‘d Ib.; in 1891, sheep at did.
. bullocks at 414 lb.; those prices
showing that the tenor of the whole,
year after year, has been fairly equal ; in
1892, sheep at 11s. and 21s. each, bullocks
at £13 each; in 1893, sheep at 4id. 1b.
and 20s. each, bullocks at £11 each; n
1894, sheep and bullocks at 44d. Ib.; in
1895, sheep at 43d b, bullocks at 4d. 1b. ;
in 1896, sheep at 33d. lb., bullocks at
4d. 1h.; in 1897,
June, sheep at 4d. lb., cattle at 4}d.
lh.; and at the present time sheep ha,v.e
been sold to the butchers at 4d. ib.,
_cattle at 41d. 1b,, although T ma,jfgdd
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taking the month of -

that the present prices of these two .

items are considerably less than are
put down here. The prices here quoted
are those paid to the grower.

A MemeeErR: What does the butcher
get?

Mr. A. FORREST: I am not a retail
butcher, and I donot know. I will go
on to show, by comparison, what are the
import duties on live stock charged in
other colonies. 1InTasmania, the duty on
imported cattle is £2 a head, in South
Australia £1, in Victeria 30s., and in
West Australia 30s.; so, hon. members
will see there is not a great difference in
the duties payable in other Austrlian
colonies as compured with the duty
charged in this colony.
is—in Tasmania 2s. 6d. per head, m
South Australia 5s., Victoria 10s., West,
Australia 4s. Sheep—in Tasmania the
duty is 28 a head, South Australia 1s,
Victoria. 2s., West Australia 2s. 6d.
New South Wales has no duties on im-

ported Lve stock. In Queensland, fresh .

meat, that is killed meat, is charged 23
per cent. on imports; on frozen meat or

The duty on pigs -

any other meat imported the duty is 25 :

per cent. ;
great meat-producing colony of Queens-
land. In South Australia the duty on
fresh meat is 5s. per 1001b., and on meatin
pickle or brine 2d. 1; in Tasmania, fresh
meat 1d. b, in pickle or brine 1d. 1b.; in

Australia, fresh meat 14d. 1b., in pickle
or brine Jd. 1b. From meat we go to
flour, and in Queensland the import duty
on flour is 20s. per 2,000 1b; in South Aus-
tralia, 2s, per 1031b., or £2 per 2,0001b.; in

these being the duties in the -

. they could do ik
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Tasmania, the same; in Victoria, 3s. per
1001h., or £35 per 2,0001h.; in West Aus-
tralia, 30s. a ton. Coming next to sugar,
in New South Wales, the freetrade colony,
except that it has a sugar industry to pro-
tect, the duty on raw sugar imported is 4s.
per cwt., and on refined 5s. per cwt.

Me. Simpsox: It is disappearing to-
day.

Mr. A. FORREST : Well, the duty is
on to-day. In Queensland the duty on
raw sugar ig 5s. per cwt., and on refined
6s. 8d. per cwt. I want to prove, by
these figures, that other colonies protect
their industries by import duties. In
Tasmania the duty on crushed and loaf
sugar is 1d. 1b, and on other kinds 6s.
per ewt. In the great colony of Victoria,
where the working class are the large
majority, and where sugar is not pro-
duced—although we know a large amount
of Victorian capital is invested in the
Queensland sugar industry—what is the
duty charged on sugar imported into
Victoria 7 On cane sugar -the duty
is Gs. per cwt. or £6 a ton, and on
sugar made from beet-root or any other
matter the duty is 12s. per owt. or
£12 a ton—that is on sugar produced
by cheap labour in other countries.
These are the duties which are paid wil-
lingly by persons in Victoria; but as soon
as these Victoriuns come to Western Aus-
tralia they want to get everything free of
duty. These are facts which I put before
the House, and which cannot be disputed.
Speaking next on the general question,
are we prepared, is this House prepared,
is the country prepared to give up owr
interests in the farming and the squatting
and the timber industries of this colony,
and every other commercial interest in i§?
Are you prepared to injure all these
interests, and all the people who are
engaged in them? I do not think you
are prepared to do it.  If the Opposition
came into power mow, I do not think
We on this (the
Ministerial) side of the House have no
objection to pay 20 or 25 per cent. for the

. increased value of the boots and other
" Victoria, fresh meat 7s. per 1001b., 1
pickle or brine 5s. per cwt.; in West °

i

things we wear which can be made in the
colony. The squatiers in the North do
not want to take away from that. The
cart and carriage builders, from whom
the farmers purchase necessary articles,
do not object to pay the increased price
in order to satisfy the producers who are
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carrying on industries in the colony. The
saddle maker too, from whom the squat-
ters and farmers buy, would have to
compete against the cheap labour and
cheap living in Victoria, if the duty were
taken off the articles he makes; and
would you have all the carts, carriages,
and other things made in Vietoria
and be imported free into this country,
instead of paying a little more for
our own people to make them? If you
want that, I quite agree you should
have it; but we who represent other
parts of the colony do not want those
duties. My district (West Kimberley)
does not want duties on flour, or chaff,
or oats. We do not want any duties at
all; and if those members who represent
other parts of the colony ave prepared to
take the duties off all manufactured
articles which people engaged in squat-
ting and farming have to buy and use,
then we in the North will be prepared to
abolish the foed duties. That is the
position we are in. 'We represent an in-
dustry; and I say there is no more im-
portant industry in the colony, for the
people engaged in it are producers, and
employ a large amount of labour. We
were told by the member for the Swan
(Mr. Ewing) that we are slave-drivers,
and nigger-drivers, and cheap-labour
men. That is not a fact. All this
pastoral country in the North belonygs
to the Crown, and we have no title
to it—only a lease for a certain number
of years. But we improve the land;
the stations are fenced in, and we are
growing sheep and cattle, which feed
4 large proportion of the people now in
this colony. But, when the Almighty
does not give us enough rain, our sheep
and cattle die. I do hope the natural
sense of a man, when he considers this
question of food duties in all its hearings,
will see that there is really not much in
it. It is a matter in which we should
give and take. The pastoralist wants a
little protection; so does the farmer, and
go does the miner. We are glad to find
that the members of mining districts are
nearly at one with us on this mmportant
question at the present time; und why
arve they so? Who gave the mining dis-
tricts their railways at first? Who were
the men in this House who voted against
the Coolgardie railway, and wanted to
throw that great work into the liands of
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a private syndicate? They were not
members sitting on  this side of the
House. If we had given that railway to a
syndicate, we would have heen told, what
a bank manager once told me in regard
to a certain matter, that I should be
hung up to a bed-post and there be left
to dry. When the great question of the
water scheme for the Coolgardie gold-
fields came on for consideration in Par-
hliament, I was on my way to England;
and T received a telegram from the
Premier, saying there was great opposition
to it, and he was rather “down in his
Iuck,” and was very doubtful whether he
would be able to carry it through. But
when the facts were laid fully hefore Par-
liument, the Premier’s supporters—and

especially  those who had travelled
through those goldfields and lknew
what was required—did not stand

hesitating for one minute. They said:
“We will have the water.” There is a
great question at present on the
Coolgardie goldfields as to whether the
water-bearing strata are giving out
altogether; and where would we be
then? Why, there would mnot he a
solvent man in the colony, if the
water-supply of the Coolgardie gold-
fields were taken away to-morrow.
Qur credit is mixed up with this question.
We shall have to see there is a proper
supply of water in the cowrse of a few
years. There should be no delay. The
Grovernment. should start the work right
away, and get the money how they can.
The money question does not crop up at
all, because we can always get money with
the country’s security at our back. On
these grounds alone, the people of the
goldfields should support the farmers,
pastoralists and agriculturalists in the
little they ask for. That little is nothing
in comparison with the benefits of the
water supply. There is no man in Kal-
goorlie, Coolgardie, or any part of the
goldfields south of Menzies who does
not pay ten or twelve pounds a year
for water; and, in comparison with that,
what 1s the small amount of duty he
is called upon to pay on meat and other
foods, if he is getting good wages? I
have travelled all over the fields, and T
never heard any prominence given to the
food duties questron. All that was asked
for was water. If the Government had
not brought down this Coolgardie water



Address-in-Beply :

[20 OcrosEr, 1897.] Amendment, food duties.

133

scheme, the hon. member for Albany { you will see it is the most productive

would have done it long ago, because so
much pressure wguld have been brought
upon him that he could not have held his
seat without giving his adherence to some
such scheme.

Tae PREMIER :
to stop ns.

Mr. A. FORREST: But we arestrong
enough and able enough to carry out the
scheme. Tt would be very disastrous to
every man in the colony if there was any
fuiling of water on the goldfields. I
would ask the people from the gold dis-
tricts what the Government bave done for
them. The Government are completing a
new railway to Menzies, which will enahble
peuople to push out along way into thein-
tertor, and get their goods at a very small
cost over that at which they can he obtained
in Perth. The Governmeni are com-
pleting railways and telegraphs, giving
water supplies, and doing everything
possible for the development of the gold
centres. I really cannot understand any
intelligent mwan desiring to put the
present Grovernment out, in favour of
those from whom this amendment has
emanated. The leading brokers and
bankers of Australia, and leading brokers
in our midst, have told me that if the
present  Government were to go out,
sharves and other muiing securities would
fall 25 per cent. The hon. member for
Albany would have to go to the country,
if the amendment were carried. There
would have to be a general election,
because the hon. wember could not carry
on the affairs of the country unless he
had a majority. But a general election
would see the same majority returned as
now ; and the only result of the whole
thing would he the loss of three or four
months of good work.

Mr. LEaxe: We will have to get rid
of some of you people.

Me. A. FORREST: But you cannot
get rid of us. We are too strong. We
are wedged in the districts we repre-
sent.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH :
electors,

Me. A. FORREST : I have electors
who are intelligent men—they are men
who are producers, and that is not what
evervbody is. If you count the revenue
from the district I represent, with its
pearl fisheries and pastoral industries,

And now he is trying

You have no -

— -

district, in Western Australia.

A Memeer: What! more than Kal-
goorlie ?

Mr. A. FORREST: I am not speak-
ing m comparison with the gold pro-
duction. TIn gold production you can
come to the end; but sheep and cattle
and the land remain there for ever. New
members who have come into the House
this session, when they consider the issue
now hefore them, cannot but come to
one determination, and that is to vote for
the Government and for the Coolgardie
water scheme. 1f a water scheme is also
necessary for the Murchison, T would
certainly vote for it.

Mr. TLLiNoworTEH : We glaranteed 8
per cent.

Tue PrEMieEr : Do not mix up the two
things.

Mr. A. FORREST: The Government
have not received a great deal of support
from the Murchisen. I hope, however,
that when the division on this amend.
ment is taken, the Government will have
the support of the member for Central
Murchison (Mr. Illingworth), in whose
district reilways and telegraphs are to be
constructed.  There i1s no doubt the
present Glovernment will be in power at
the end of four years, hecause nothing
will remove them in that time. T amn
sure the Government will have the
majority of goldfield votes on the present
oceasion. The goldfields representatives
are the men whe should not wish te do
any harm to the great progress made in
the farming and agricultural pursuits.
Under the management of the Minister
of Lands, great strides are being made,
and in about a year or two there will be
no need to talk about the food duties ut
all. If the Minister continues in the path
he has started on, in the course of a short
time the food duties will not be mentioned.

Mr. HARPER: I move that the

" debate be adjourned until the next sitting

day.
Put and passed.

ADJOUENMENT,

Tue PREMIER inoved that the
House, at its rising, do adjourn until
Tuesday next.

Put and passed.

The House adjowrned at 10-55 p.o.
uantil the next Tuesday.



