Want of Confidence Molipn.

ADJOURNMEN'T.

The House at 5.20 o’clock p.m. ndjourned
until ‘Mesday, 23rd July, 1895, at 4.30 o’clock
p-m.

# egislntibe Assemblp,

Tuesday, Ith July, 1895.

Want of Confidence Motion—Cost of Construction of
Subiaco Road— Introduction of a Fencing Hili—
Collection of Stock aid Crop Retupns—Message
Jrom the Adwiuistrator: Appointments to Federal
Cotincil—Opening of tands for selection vuder the
Homesteads Act—-Water Supply in Tanks on
Southern (ross Reilway Line—Perth Mint Bill ;
third reading—Agent-Geneval Bill ; third read-
ing—Depositing Stone, c., in River: Messaye
Jrom  Legislative Council—Licensed Surveyors
HBill; second reading—Custows Duties Repeal
Hill ; second  reading— Muwicipel fustitutions
Lill; fivst reading—Expenditure from Loans
and Revenue wpon Heilways and Rolling Stock—
Adjournment.

I'ng SPEAKER took the chair ut 4,30 p.m.
PRAYERS.

WANT OF CONFIDENCE MOTION.

Tuz PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Before proceeding with the guestions, Sir, 1
should like to draw your attention to a notice
of motion that has just been given by the hon.
member for Albany, which, if it has the conenx-
rence of my friend opposite, the leader of the
Oppesition, really, amounts to o vote of wané
of confidence in the Government. Ishould
like to know whether the motion has received
the concurrence of my hon. friend, because, if
it has, I lock upon it na a direct vote of want
of confidence in the present Government; and
it seems to we, Sir, altegether contrary to
Parliamentary practice, for the Government
to go on with the business of the country
while a vote of want of confidence is
pending. I do not know whether my friend
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opposite is prepared to answer me. Of course,
if he does not acquiesce in the motion which
has been tabled by the hon. member for
Albany, the Government are inclined to trent
it ns of little conseguence. On the other
hand, Sir, I would like to ask you how it is
poasible for the Government to go on with the
business of the country when n motiosn,
amouniing to what may be vegarded as a vote
of want of confidence in it has been tabled?
It appears to me most unusual that a notice
of thia sort ghould be given to be taken into
consideration o week hence. How can the
Government carry on the administration of
the country while a vote of this kind is hang-
ing over their heads? Perhaps the hon.
member for Perth is in a position to asaure
me a8 to whether he ig in accord with the
motion or not. If he is not in accord with it,
of course I will treat it merely as an ordinary
motion by a private member, and will be pre-
pared not to tuke nny scrious notice of it.

Mg, RANDELL : Mr. Speaker,—8ir, I am
sorry to find that the Premier has not quite
recovered from hia indisposition, us I notice he
is still very hoarse in spesking, With regard
to the question he has put to me, I am some-
what in a dilemma with regard toit. I think,
however, I may suy at once that the motion
referred to has not my approval, in the shope
in which it is presented to the House. At the
same time, Sir, I would desire to express the
strong feeling which I have that something
should be dene in the direction indicated in
the motion ; and, possibly, later on, I may see
my way clear to move in that direction. But
I am not prepared to take the respousibility
at present, at any rate. How long 1 may
occupy my present position of course, I am
not able to say—if I find I bave not the
confidence of my colleagues on this side, T
shall retive fromn the position ; but, &t present,
I answer the Premier’s question by saying
that the motion has not my approval.

Mg. LEAKE: Awm I in order, Sir, in making
o few observations?

Tree SPEAKER : I think nof.

Mi, LEAKL: Merely this: the motion
tabled by me was referred to by the Premier
as B private member’s motion, and I shonld
like to say that the motion was the result of a
meeting of certain members of this House.

Mg, ILLweworTH: At which the leader
of thia side was present.

Tre PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
I have nothing further to say.
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COST OF CONSTRUCTION, &c., OF PERTH-
SUBIACO ROAD.

Mr. GEORGRE, in accordance with notice,
ugked the Director of Pullic Works, with
reference to the Subiaco Road,—

{a) 7The total length of light tram rails
used in connection with the road, and the
actual money cost of same delivered on the
ground.

(b)) The quantity and details of all faaten-
ings for same, and cost delivered on the
ground.

(¢) ‘The nuwber and description of sleepers,
with cost delivered on the ground.

(d) The pumber of trucks employed, and
the cost of same delivered on the ground.

(e) If the Departwent intend to relay
the line to complete the blinding, or whether
they intvnd to continue the use of drays for
this purpose.

Tue DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WOKKS

(Hon. H. W, Venn) replied as follows:—
Clost delivered on the ground.

£ 8 4
(a) 2,519 lineal yardsof road 110 0
(b) 976 pairs of fish-plates and
bolts, 104 cwt. of dogspikes 012 6
(c) 3,045 e e .. 000
@ 12 v ... 069
(¢) No. Yes.

1. As the question is specifically in refer-
ence to the Subinco Road, the costs, delivered
on the greund wre given only in terms of the
freight paid to get them to the ground, as re-
gards the materials in (a), (), (¢), and (d).
In the case of (c) the price paid for the
gleepers wus for them delivered at Subiaco,
and consequently, us Subinco is on the road to
Fremantle by rail, and the sleepers were
eventually for use at Fremantle, their cost
delivered on the ground, in reference to the
Subiaco road, was nil. Tn the case of the rails,
fastenings, und trucks, these bad to be
brought from Fremantle to Subinco in refer-
ence to the road, and therefore the freight is
charged. V'he actual money cost of this plant
is clearly its costagainst the Fremantle Har-
bor Works and Roebourne Tramway, for
which it was originally procured, or on which
it hus now been employed, and ie mot cost in
reference to the Subiaco Road.

2. However, though the figures as above are
the exnct answers to the gquestions as framed,
it may he desirable to give the actual money
cost without regard to where the plant pro-
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perly belongs, in which case the answers
would stand as under:—
£ 5 4d
(a) 2,519 lineal yurds or road 276 12 3
(b) 976 pairs of fish-plates and

bolts; 10} cwt. apikes G3 14 D
(¢) 3,045: Jarrah 3 ff, 6iu. x

5 in. 3in. 5015 0
(d) 12 (Twelve) .. 180 0 0
(¢) No. Yes.

INTRODUCTION OF FENCING BILL.

Mg. THROSSELL, inuccordance with notice,
asked the Premier, whether it was the inten-
tion of the Government to introduce a Fencing
Bill during the present session of Parlia-
ment.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest), re-
plied that the Government hoped to be able to
do so.

COLLECTION OF STOCK AND CROP
RETURNS.

Mz. THROSSELL, in accordance with notice,
agked the Premier, whether it was the inten-
tion of the Government to intreduce, during
the present session, a Bill providing for an im-
proved method of collecting the Crop and
Stock returns of the Colony, as promised last
sossion.

Tee PREMIER (Hou. Sir J. Forrest), re-
plied that the Government had the subject
under consideration, but nothing definite had
¥yet been decided upon.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE
ADMINISTRATOR ;
APPOINTMERTS TO RECENT FEDERAL
COUNCIL.

The following Message waa delivered 1o and

read by Mr, Spesker :—

ALEX. ¢, ONSLOW,
Administrater.
1n accordance with Section § of * 'I'he Fe-
deral Council (Adopting) Act, 1885, the Ad-
ministrator has the honor to inform the Legis-
lative Assembly that on the 6th December,
1894, the Eollowing gentlemen were appointed
Members of the Federal Council of Ausira-
lasia, viz. :
" The Honorable John Winthrop Hac-
kett, J.P., M.L.C.
Willinimn Thorley Loton, J.P,, MLL.A.
Willinm Silas Pearse, J.¥., ML A,

On the lst of January, 1893, the resignation
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of William Thorley Loton, J.P.,, M.L.C., was
tendered andaceepted,andon the 9th January,
1895, Henry Bruce Lefroy, J.P., M.L.A., was
appointed in his stead.

Government House,
Perth, 16th July, 1895.

OPENING OF LANDS FOR SELECTION
UNDER THE HOMESTEADS ACT.

Me. THROSSELL, in accordance with
notice, asked the Cémmissioner of Crown
Lands, what steps had been taken for throw-
ing open lunds for selection under the leasing
section of the Homesteads Act.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF CROWN LANDS
{Hon. A. R. Richardson) replied, as fol-
lows :—

In the first place, the necessary steps have
been taken in order to enable lessees who so
desire it, to take up land within their own
leases, under Part II of the Homesteads Act
on condition of the balance of their lense being
thrown open for selecton,

2, The vecessary procedure required by the
63rd clause of the Land Regulations, before
any lands could be tuken possession of by the
Minister and thrown open for selection under
the Homesteands Act, hus now been complied
with, but by that clause six months has to
elapse before application for such lund ean be
approved, which peried has not yet expired.

3. I bave had a surveyor, qualified by ex-
perience for this particular work, out for seme
months in the South-West Division, who is
instructed to travel over any arcas of land
snitable for homestead leares, and which, of
cowrse, do not include firet-class lands; and,
after I have ascertained the relative cest of
this work per square mile, I shall be able to
form an opinion us to whether it would be
good policy for the greater purt of the South-
West Division of the colony to be classified, in
vrder that we may, once for all, have a record
on the plans of the colony as to what cluss uny
particolar areas belong, so that for the future
all intending applicants for land may see by
examinution of the churt what deseription of
land they apply for,and also where to find the
class of land they are seeking for.

WATER SUPPLY IN TANKS ON THE
SOUTHERN CROSS RAILWAY LINE.
Me. MORAN, in uccordunce with netice,
asked the Director of Public Works,—
(e.) What quantity of water was at present

(16 JurLy, 1895]

|

L icensed Surveyors Bill. 267
in the following tanks on the Southern Cross
Railway Line,—

1. The 37-Mile Tank.

2. The Killerberrin (65 miles.)

3. Mereden (103} miles).

4, Parker’s Road (157 miles),

&, Parsonage Tank (Southern Cross, 170

mwiles).

(b) How long was it estimnied that tbe
present supply in these tanke would keep the
trafic on the line going.

Tuz DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
{Hon. H. W. Venn) replied as follows :—

{a) 1. 155,000 gallons water in tank.
2. 835,000 » » "
3. 1,133,333 » » "
4, 558,750 »" M n
5. 239,500 ”» o

Total 2,921,583_gallon8.

(b.) About four months.

PERTH MINT BILL.

Read a third time and forwarded to the
Legisl:tive Council, :

AGENT-GENERAL BILL.
Read o third time and trapsmitted to the
Legislative Council.

DEFPOSITING OF STONE, &c., IN THE
RIVER AT ROCKY BAY.

MESSAUE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,

The following message was delivered to and
read by Mr. Speaker :—

ME. SPEAKER,

The Legislative Council has this day passed
the following resolution, which it presents to
the Legislative Assembly for its concurrence:
—“That in the opinion of this House it is
desirable that no more stones, sand, or rubbish
be thrown into the river at Rocky Bay by the
Government.”

GEQ. SHENTON,
President.

Legislative Council Chamber, Perth, Thurs-
day, 11th July, 1895.

Ordered—That the comsideration in com-
mittee of the foregoing message be made nn
Order of the Day for Tuesday, 23rd July.

- LICENSED SURVEYORS BIlLL.
SECUND KEADING.
Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN LANDS
(Hon. A. E. Richardson): In moving the
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second reading of this Bill, I would merely
point out that this measure hus been prepared
upon the recommendation of the Surveyors
Board, Tt has been found desirable to make
some necessary alterations in the mode of
liceneing surveyors in this colony, and these
will be found in the Biil, Clauwse 4 defines
how the Licensing Board shall be reconati.
tuted, nonder the name of the Land Surveyors’
Licensing Board, and goes on to say how the
memnbers shall be appointed. ‘'L'he Board is to
congist of the Surveyor-Gemeral and five
other members. Sub-section 3 says:—* Ex-
' cept the Surveyor-General, the members of
*the Board shall retire from office on the 31st
« day of December next following their ap-
* pointment, but shall be gligible for re-ap-
“ pointient, and shall be deemed to hold office
*until the appointment of their successors.”
Clause 6 deals with exawinations and olher
motters, Sub-section 3 says :—** Exnminations
“ shall be held and conducted by the members
“of the Board, or by any two members of the
“ Board appointed by the Board for that pur-
“pose, in the month of September in avery
*“ year, and at such other times as the Board
* by regulution appeints.” Sub-section 4 pro-
vides tbe mode of issuing licenses, as fol-
lows :—* The Board wmay, subject to regula-
* tions, issue a license to practice aa u surveyor
" to any person (a) to whom it has granted a
‘rcertificate of competency in surveying, or
" (b) who has received a certificate of com-
" petency in surveying from (1) any legnlly
“gonsatituted board of examiners for land sur-
“veyors in any of the Australasian colonies,
“or from (2) any uuthority by whom an
" examination (equivalent to that required
* by the Board) to test the qualifications
"of candidates ie required prior to the grant-
*ing of such certificate; and (¢) who is still
 entitled to practice as a lIand surveyor in the
"golony or country wherein he obtained such
« certificate.” Sub-sectiont says:—'I'he Board
* may refuse a license to any applicant if it is
* not satisfied 'as to his character.” * Clause 7
says:—" Every licence issued under this Act
ghall be signed by two members of the Board,
“and countersigned by the secretary, and
“ghall be in the form contained in the first
“ gchedule to this Act; and when registered,
* shall, except as hereinafter mentioned, entitle
“ the holder thereof to practice as a land sur-
“ veyor in the colony of Western Augtyalia.”
Clanse 10 is a rather important clause, pro-
viding :—* (1) If it appears to the Board that
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“ uny licensed surveyor is charged, or muy be
“reasonably charged, with committing any
“ one or more of the following offences, or with
“incurring any one or morve of the following
“disquulifications (that is to say),—(e) that
“ he has wilfully certified to the accuracy of
“any survey or plan knowing the same to be
“inaccurate, or without taking reasonable
« precautiona to verify its accuracy in every
“respect; (b) that he has made, or has caused
“to be wade, under his immediate direction

“and supervision, surveys which are in-

“accurate or defective; (¢) that he has cer-
“ tified to the accuracy of any survey not exe-
“cuted by himself or under his immediate
“ gupervision ; (¢) that the has rendered an ac-
“count for services which have not been per-
“formed ; () that he has obtained his licenee or
* certificate, or either of them, by frand or mis-
“ representation or conceulment of facts; or
* (f) that ofter the date of his registration
“he has been convicted of felony;—the
“ Board shall inquire into the same, and if a
“ majority of the Board then present find any
 guch offence proved or any such disqualifica-
“ {ion to have been incurred, the Board may
“gnspend the license of the nccused for a
" period not exceeding three years, or may
“cancel the same ubsolutely.” Clause 11
provides that, if it be found necessary by a
Licensing Board in another colony te cancel
or suspend u surveyor’s certificate, the Board
in this colony may ccosequently cancel or
suspend any certificate held by such surveyer
in this colony. Clause 18 deals with offences
as follows - (1} Any person, not being u
* licensed surveyor, who (a) fulsely pretonds
“ that he is a licensed surveyor, ov (b) takes
“ or uses the name or title of & licensed sur-
¥ yoyor, or any naime, title, addition, or de-
« geription implying that he is a licensed
“ gurveyor; or (c¢) practises, charges, or
“ peceives a fee for work dome as a land
“ gurveyor ; or {d) certifies fo the aceuracy of
“ any survey or plun purpoerting to be a survey
* or plan for the purposes of " The Transfer
« of Land Act, 1893,” shall be guilty of an
“ offence againat this Act, and summarily
¢« punishable be fore any two or more Justices
* of the Peace, and liable upon conviclion for
“ every such offence to a penunlty not
“ exceeding one hundred pounds.” This
clauge is important and very pecessary. The
whole object of the Bill, I may here say,
is for securing some guarantee to the public
who employ surveyors, and to the surveyors
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engaged in the work, that the men who may
be employed as surveyors in this coleny ehall
be duly qualified and ekilful ; therefore the
Bill provides cortain penalties to follow upon
acte sufficiently bad to call for the exercise of
these powers, and the Board will have power
to suspend or cancel certificates. It is mob
necessary for me to say anything more expla-
natory, and I now formally move that the
Bill be read o gecond time.

Question put and passed.

il read a second time.

CUSTOMS DUTIES REPEAL BILL.
SECOND READING.

Mg. RANDELL : In reference to the notice
of motion I have given, is it not desirable to
postpone the consideration of this Bill to a
later date ?

Tue PREMIER (Hon, S8ir J. Forrest):
After the second reading, plenty of time will
be given before the House is asked to go into
committee on the clanses. In rising now to
move the second reading of this Bill for repeal-
ing the Customs duties on certsin articles and
things, I may say the object the Govermnent
havehad in view isro reduce taxation on certain
articlesin the Tariff, and especially on those
articles that cannot be produced in the colony,
and on those raw materials which nre neces-
sary in working up goods within the colony.
As menibers are aware, when the present
Government took office at the end of 1890, the
Tariff Act of 1888 wns in force; and there was
n general desire on the part of members in
thia House and of people in the country for a
revision of the tariff. ‘T'hat is a desire which
ia enntinuous, and will be felt so long as any
duties are lavied. Not only was the desire
felt then, but no sooner had the Government
dealt with the tariff by the Act of 1893 than a
general desire began to be aguin munifestedin
favor of a fnrther revision of the tariff—a de-
sire which appeared to be felt thronghout the
country, so far as the Government have been
able to judge by hearing and reading the ex-
pressions of opinion on the subject. I tmake
no complaint of that. Customs duties aiways
have, and alwaya will, while they continue,
press upon some portions of the commumty.
The more indirect the taxation is, no doubt,
the less we feel it individually; hut I think I
am right in saying there always will be u de-
sire on the part of the community or some
sectiona of it—whether it be this community
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or any other—in faver of altering the Tariff,
so long as any Customs duties are levied.
When we were last dealing with the Tariff, in
1803, it was pretty freely stated that the de-
sire of the Government was to increase the
taxation in order to get more revenue. We
repudiated that idea, but at the same
time we had to be watchful of the
revenue, becanse we had entered on great
obligations, and in order that we might be m
a position to carry out those obligations, and
to construct the pnblic works we had eniered
on, it was necessary that a certain emount of
revenue should be obtained. A handle has
bheen made of that fact by opponents of
the Government, who bave alleged that by
the Act of 1893 the Government took the op-
portunity of increasing the burdens on the
people in order to get more revenue. Well,
I believe the vresult of the Act of 1893 has
been to give the Government & little more re-
venue than would have been obtainable inthe
some period if the Act of 1888 had continued
in operation. At the same time, the Govern-
ment were quite prepared to earry on without
incrensing the Customnv revenue; and, apart
from the question of raising revenue, I believe
the Tariff Act of 1893 was preferableto that of
1888, in many respects, although a larger
revenune has been received under the Act of
1893 than would have been received if the
former Act had continued in force. I have
hud o return of Customs receipts prepared,
showing the difference in the receipts nnder
the present law, as compared with the amounts
which would bave been received if the Act of
1888 had not been altered ; and I find that for
the twelve months ended December last, the
revenue actnally received under the Toriff of
1893 , wns £415,308, a9 compared with
£392,213 which would have been received in
the same period if the Act of 1888 had con-
tinued in foree, this difference amoanting te

an increase of £22,804 As bhon, mem-
bers well know, the circumstances of
the colony have changed congiderably

since we were denling with the Taoriff in 1893,
and there has been a tremendous increase in
the general revenue of the colony; fherefore
the degire of the Govermment now is to abolish
rome of the duties which were levied under
the Act of 1893; especiaily, as I have said,
the duaties upon articles which cannot ba pro-
duced in the colony, and the duties upon raw
materials which are required in local indus-
tries. The eilcet of the Biil [ am now dealing
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with will be that the revenue will suffer a
redoction during the currveni financial year
amounting to between £40,000 and £50,600.
The exact amount of dubies reccived during
the year ended 31st December last, upon those
articles which are mentioned in the Schedulas
of this Bill, was £36,372; and if we add to
that amount an estimated increase of one-fifth
for the year 1895—and I do not think 20 per
cent. would be out of the way as an estimated
incrense of Customs ravenue on these articles
—the total amount of revenue receivable dur-
ing thia yenr on these articles would he about
£43,646. Hon. members will know that six
monthe of the year 1895 have gone by; but,
roughly speaking, for the pext coming year,
that is for the current financial year, n probable
totul of £50,000 would be received through the
Customs on the articlea acheduled in this Bitl.
I do not think that total would be far from
the mark. [n dealing with these items in
the Schedule, 1 may say the amounts of
revenue received upon them during 1894 were
the following :— Arrowroot and other farina-
ceous foods, £642 ; atlases, mayps, charts, and
globes, only £1 ; Dbags, sacks, and all articles
enumerated in this item, £336; blankets and
rugs, including shawls, £735 ; cocoa and cho-
colate, not otherwise enumerated, £661 ; cocon,
in slabs, £2; coffee, raw, £184 ; copper-wire,
rod, and sheet, £28; cream separators—thia
amoutt I am not able to give, as these articles
arenot kept separately in the Tariff sccounts,
but [ should think the amount is small ; iron
wire netting, iron and steel fencing wire,
standards and staples, £734; lead—sheet and
pig, including piping, £83 ; molasses and gol-
den syrup, £201 ; parafine wax, £10; photo-
graphs, not kept separately in the Tariff ac-
counts ; rice—paddy, ground, and ineal,
£1,691 ; sheep dip, £3 ; sugar, .{-313,306'; sal-
phur, £17; tea, £12,367 ; tin—block and plate,
£97; wool hales, £582; zing—sheet and plain,
£8 These articles make a total of £36,39%2. I
have gona through the Schedule very closely,
with the desire of tuking the duty off articles
of feod ip general nse, and which coannot be
produced in the colony, niso off those articles
which are used in local mapufactures—such,
for instance, as tin and z2ine, lend and copper,
and a few other things which are in the
pature of raw materials. Tron, rod and all
kinds, is alrendy on the free list ; but iron
wire netting, fencing wire, standards
and staples, which arc very largely
used for feneing-in lnnds, Loth agmenltural
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and pastoral, ought certaunly, 1 think, to be
also on the free list ; for we cannot at present
muke these articles here, and I think we
ought to encournge the agricultural nnd pas-
toral industries by admitting these necessary
articles free of doty. The list of articles
scheduled in the Bill is a small one; it is not
an elnborate list, but it ig important ; and
I believe the remission of duty on these
articles will in some degree benefit every man,
woman, and child in this country. lveryone
will be able to get tea 4d. o pound cheaper,
sugar o halfpenny per pound cheaper; and if
we mnke these reductions on such unecessary
articles of general consumption it cannot
reasonably be said that the people of the
country will not: be bencfited. It may be
said these remissions are nothing—that they
will not rench the consumers, but will benefit
only the dealers and manufacturers. If that
were 50, the objection might he a good ome;
hat I believe there is sufficient competition
among the grocera and other traders in this
coleny to bring down the retail price of these
articles, not only in proportion to the amount
of duty taken off, but allowing also for the
interest on the amount of duly paid, which is
a nececssary charge at present. By remitting
the duty on these aiticles in general use,
every person in the colony will be made to
feel that the Legislature is trying to do
something —if not very mueh, yet
something appreciable, to the amount of
about £50,000 in the year. Thizs will be a
beginning in a right direction, if we cannot
do more at present; and, indeed, we hopa the
colony will continue to progress, und that
things will go on sufficiently prosperously to
enable us to do more iu a ehort time. Bu I
would ask hon. members, and especially those
on this (the Government) side of the House,
not to try at present to add other articles to
this list to o much larger extent, because the
Government have great obligations, and the
colony has great obligations, for we are em-
barking on further important works, and in
order to carry them on we must have n suffi-
cient revenue. The loan of £1,600,000 which
waa author.sed last session, and part of which
we raised the other day, will require £60,000

" or £70,000 a yoar wore for interest—if not in

the current financial year, certainly in the
year coming ufier. Oune-half of it is payable
at the present time; and although the general
revenue of the coleny is certainly expanding,
yeb our obligations are alsuy expanding toa
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great extent. The guestion arises—and was
forcibly put before the House by my friend,
the hon. member for Fremantle, the other day
—whether it is wise to reduce taxation
and tnus forego the development of
tha coleny which might be undertaken
with the amount of taxes now proposed
to be remitted. If we reduce the revenue still
further we cannot carry onthe great works
for developing thia country as we desire to
do. The object of the Government is to try
and reduce taxation a little, in order to do
away with what is a cry here—that this is an
expensive colony to live in, House rent must
be expensive to those who have to pay it, and
some other requirements are expensive ; in-
deed in pll our homes we find the expenditure
is considerable; but on comparing our preaent
items of household expenditure with w hat we
used to pay formerly, it is difficult to sec
where the increased cost comes in, because [
am sure the acticles of food generally consumed
nre cheaper to-day than they were twenty
years ngo. [ remember that when I was a boy
butcher’s meat was charged 6d. a pound all
round, and the same for pork as a standard
price; sugnr was 5d. and 6d. & pound, tea wos
2s. a pound, and tobacco waa 5s. to B3, a
pound, as general prices; g0 that when
you investigate the items of liousekeeping in
this colony, it is difficult to realise by compari-
aion how it is that living is dearcr now than it
uged to be. [ have not much more to say on
the Bill, but I would like to refer to the dats
at which the Act should come into force. The
Government are in the hands of the House,
almnst, in regard to it, and we have left the
date blank in the Bill, for consideration
in commiltee. We have had protests
or letters from the various commercial organ-
ieations, asking that the coming into operation
of the Act should be postponed for six montha.
I do not kmow why the date should be post-
poned such a long time. I have noticed pre-
viously that when a new Tariff for increasing
the duties on imported articles is brought be-
fore this House, and is carried, the prices of
those articles soon rise in correspondence with
the increased amount of duty., [Mr. RANDELL :
Yes, before the Bill is passed.] Therefore, I do
not know that there is as much in that argu-
ment as some persons would have us believa.
I asked the Collector of Customs, through the
telephone the other day, whether he thounght
there are in the colony large supplies of the
ar:icles nffected by the Bill, and he replied
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that he thought there are not; that large im-
porters have their private bonds, and are care-
ful not to take more ont of hond than they re-
quire ; and he did not think there are any at
presentvery large stocks of these articlesin the
colony. T do not think there is anything like
gix months’ supply of these articles anywhere
in the colony ; therefore I hoge that, when we
are dealing with the date in committee, wo
will be able to arrive at a date that will be
rensonable and fair, hoth in regard to the im-
porters who pay the duty in the first instance,
and the consumers who have to pay it finally
as an extra amount added to the price. It is
clear the deanlers in these articles cannot
wish the operation of the Act to be
postponed, except so far as they have stock
in hand. My own opinion is that a briefer
time should be allowed, and thut o delay of
two montha ought to be sufficient for clearing
off the stocks in hand; and yon may depend
upon it the advantages of this Tariff will not
be flashed hy electric telegraph to inland
places throughout the colony, but that it will
take o little time for these changes to reach
the counfry customers in the advantageous
form of reduced prices. I now commend the
Bill to the tavorable conaideration of the House,
believing that, it ia a step in the right direc-
tion. I may inform the hon. member whe
referred to the fiscal opinions of the Attorney-
General that, although I have had a great deat
of trouble at times in obtaining the concur-
rence of my colleague, the Attorney-General, I
have had no troublse in obtaining his concur-
rence in this Bill, but, on the contrary, he
thought the Bill was a change in the right
direction. I hope also that, in many other
directions, o8 time goes om and as far as the
greatly increasing revenue will allow, weshall
be able {o propose further reductions in the
Customa Tariff. [ nsk hoa, membera—those
who are in accord with the goneral policy of
the Government—to be content with the
remissions proposed in the Bill, so far aa they
approve of them, and not to try and put on
the revenne a greater burden in regard €o re-
ductions in taxntion than is absolutely neces-
sary at the presenttime. Thegeneralrevenue is
very large indeed. 'We know we received a
million and a quarter during the financial year
juat past, and no doubt the estimated receipts
will be still larger for the current year ; but
when [ have the plensure—if I am to have that
plensure and honor—of sabmitting to this
House the Annual Estimates for this year,
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they will be wore startling to hom. mew-
bers by reason of the amount of expenditure
out of revenune on public works that will b=
provided for in the Estimates, than for the
total amonntof the estimated revenue. Thave
much pleasure in moving the second reading
of this Bill.
SPEAKERS RULING,

Tae SPEAKER : 1 think it iz myduty to
draw the attention of the House to the pro-
cedure that has heen adopted, in introducing
thia Bill by a message from His Excellency
the Governor. I believe it has been done
through inadvertence. In the early days of
Responsibls Government in the other colonies,
this question enguged the altention of the
Legislatures in those colonies, and the result
waa, they passed resolubions dieapproving of
the Governor sending down messages forthe in-
troduction of any Bills, except when required
by the Constitution Act. A Bill of this
kind does mot require a message from the
Governor to inlroduce it. Tt is not necessary
under the Constitution Act, nor under the
provisions of our Standing Orders ; and it is
not in aceordance with Parlinmentary practice.
I will just read to hon. members what May
gays in reference to this mutter ; hut I may
say there is o doubt whatever as to the class
of Billa that require to be introduced by a
message from the Crown. They are such ns
contemplute the imposition of n burden upon
the people, or when grants are to be made from
the public revenue. After having dealt with
the expenditure of public money, May goes on
tosay: “ A motion to alleviate the burthens
upon the people is not within the scope of the
Standing Orders relating to the imposition of
charges upon the pecple. Hence a Bill for
diminishing or repenling a tax or other public
burthens, unless the imposition of a new tax
is proposed by way of substitution, needs no
royal recommendation on preliminary com-
mittee stage, and is brought in upon motion.
Amendments, aleo, atrictly confined torelief
from pecuniary burthens, can be considered
both in commitiee and with 1he Spenkerin the
chair.” In dealing with this Bill, therefore, you
will deal with it as you would with any Bill
introduced to this House without a message
from the Governor.
with it in any way you like, except that you
cannot increase any item beyond the amount
of the present tax.

TREPREMTER(Hon. Sir J. Forrest): [should
like to say it was an error on my part includ-
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ing it with the nther Bills. T know very well
it does mnot requirc a messayge from the
Governor. It was quite an error.

DEBATE RESUMED.

Mz. RANDELL: It is with considerable
satisfaction I speak on this question. When
T was over in the other colonies a Litfle while
ngo, I ventured to express the opinion in view
of our inereasing revenue, that it was impera-
tive npon the Mimstry to adopt one of two
courses, either to reduce taxation, or to under-
take some railway worke,—I apecially mention
ed railway works—out of current revenue. I
should have been satisfied under present cir-
enmstances if there bad been no reduction in
taxation, if the whole of that money had been
devoted to the works I indicated. I do mot
think the money should be frittered away in
swall things all over the country, for that
would be unproductive and unsatiafactory. 1
know there ia o tendency when we have an
incrensing revenue, for cinims to be put in
from all quarters of the eolany for wurks of
one kind or another, more or less useful and
helpful. 1t will be remembered that not many
years age some moncy was horrowed for
certain works which should have been con-
structed out of revenne—a course we should
deprecate at the present time. The surplus
revenne of the colony sheuld be employed so
ae to give the greatest possible good to the
community at large. Wo all admit that means
of communication are about the best way pos-
mble of eoploying any funds we may have.
Wemanifest that in the willinghess with which
we borrow money to construct railways.
If the surplus monies to-day were employed
for that purpose, noone would object to it at
the present time. The stress and the strain
on individuals may be more or lesa grent, but
they are not so great as to cause a cry out for
the reduction of taxation. I should be per-
fectly satisfied to conmstruct public works
out: of current revenue, rather than go into the
market to borrow money for the purpose ; but
I need not go fully into that question now,
though hon. members can see how udvantage-
ous it would be, if wa could do that instead of
distressing the people. I am very glad the
Government have scen their way clear to in-
troduce the question of reducing taxation ;
and I hope also to see a certain proportion of
revenue put to useful, andI hope reproductive
works. I dare say thereisa difference of
opinion as to the items which form the Sche-
dule to this Bill. Some will think perhaps we
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ought uot to have gone so far, whilst others
will think we onght to have gone very much
further. There nre items in the Tariff that ure
pressing more ov less heavily upon all sections
of the community, Some of the items were
enumerated by the Hon. the Premier, who said,
they were articles .of general consumption, or
things we could not produce in the colony
nnd therefore these reductions would he a re-
lief of the burden now pressing upon the
people.
tation to a limited extent for reduction, say on
sugar and tea, but I think there is a general
feeling prevailing that the Government need
net have gone quite so far, -~ Possibly two
pounds a ton taken off sugar, and twopence
a pound off tea would have been suffi-
cient. Thers is n feeling, too, that if the
Schedule had been enlarged by the addition of
other items, it would have met with public
approval ; with much more public approval
than has met the present Schednle. I think
there are other items upon which we could
very well afford to reduce the revenme. In
this Bill it is proposed that the duty on par-
ticular items should be repenled altogether.
I think that is a simple and, perhaps o better
way, than interfering with percentage duties
upen certain articles. There are threo items
which go to make up a very large proportion
of the sum fo be remitted, namely : oil, sugar
and tea. These are articles of very gemeral
consumption in every family, and I hope they
will feel the lightening of the burden. Kero-
seno also is an item that is not only used by
houscholders, but is in gencral use through-
out the colony, and is largely used in connec-
tion with machinery ; the opinion has been
expressed that it will help to lighten the
burdens of machinists, as well ns of the bread
winners in Inrge families. T am quite sure the
reductions on augar and tea will be received
with n great denl of plensure by all classes of
the enmwunity,and not simply by those whoare
called the working classes, but by those who
move in a higher position in Society, and who
have perhaps as much difficulty in this respect
a8 the man who works at the forge, or bench,
or who lollows the plough. Hon. members will
obeerve that I have given notice of a very
considerable addition to the items that form
this Schedule, Upon some of these there will
he fio doubt 0 genmeral concensus of opinien,
whilst on others I expect there will be opposi-
tion. I had included another item in my list,
but I found the hon. member for Beverley had
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already expressed his intention of moving
in the same direction, namely, to place alvan-
ised iron on the free list, 'That isn very
important item, and I think with him it should
be placed on the free list becnuse it will tend
to reduace the cost of buildings and to that
extent will redace the cost of rent. Galvan-
ized iron is used in many ways, and I be-
lieve it will be of very great assistance to cer-
tain industries in the colony. I should like to
sae many other items on the free list. Bran
and pollard for instance we cannbot produce
those articles enfliciently within the colony to
meet the demand ; and yet upon these itema
there is an excessive duty. We know thata
very large number of pecple are engaged in
the enrrying trade, not only in our cities and
Iarge towne but alsc in the country districts,
and they need those things for their horses
and cattle and pige, snd soon. We cannot
supply our ocwn demonds, and ro for the sake
of protecting afew individuals, we are, I may
say, inflicting an injury upon three-fonrths of
the population of the colony. I should rather
like to encourage the farmer in some other
way ; in the shape of cheap transit, and ns is
proposed here, by taking off the duty from
his bags and so on. With regard to the
importation of bran and pollard, besides the
protective duty, there is the cost of freight
and insurance and other rigks.

THe PrEmier : It is much more costly by
rail than by steamer,

Mg RANDELL: You see the farmers have
a large marlket in other directions. We shonld
not lose sight of the fact, that theve is now a
very large market in the interior, which will
take nearly all the supplies that the fariner
can raise.

Me. Moran: Yes and five times ns much
more,
Mg. RANDELL : The liability to dnmage of
bran and poliard, and hay and chaff, and the
expense of transit, is sufficient protection. 1
think we have no right to go on protecting the
farmers in regard to articles which are of such
cominon consumption in our large centres of
populstion, our towns, andalso the variousgold-
fields throughout the colony. Weshould also
inclade oats, because we cannot grow these in
the colony to any great extent, and yet the
duty levelled apon ontais a very large item.
The amount collected in 1893—T have not the
Collector’s report for this year—but in that
year it amounted to £3,697 95.7d. When we
covsider that this eereal is wot grown in this
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colony %o any large extent, T think it time
we should consider this duty which is four-
pence per buehel, and endeavor to take it off.
There is a verylarge number of carriers, and
they are increasing in number owing fo our
increasing trads, and who, in many instances
have great dificulty in paying their way,
ond have to struggle and labor hard to get
o living.

Tur Premiee: Oats are only about two shil-
lings and twopence a bushel now,

Mr. RANDELL : T think the duty should
come down because the colony is not snited to
grow oais ; they are generally imported from
Tasmania and New Zealand

Tre CommsstongEr oF CROWN Lawnps: T
have bought them at 1s. 10d., & bushel.

Me. RanpELL: 1 donot intend to oppose
the duty on flour, for I consider fhe present
price of flour presses upon Do one. At the
same fime it does seem to me to be entirely
wrong to put duty on bread stuffs; and it
certuinly is no credit to us, aa a producing
country, that we have to protect onrselves
against outside people, who have to send their
goods over a thousand miles to reach us. The
tax upon cattle and sheep which are brought
hither for slanghter is, I think, a most aggra-
vating one ; and does not confer any benefit
upon the squatter or the producer, while it
certainly causes friction. That may nrise to a
very considerable extent from the fact that
ment ia 8o dear at the present, The hon. the
Premier said he could remember that when he
wag young meat waa sizxpence a pound. I do not
think that any of us would grumble if meat
were only fivepence or sixpence a pound, but
when it goos beyond thut, well it Lecomes the
last straw. Ido not intend to labour this
guestion, though there are as many arguments
on this side as on the other why this tax
should be abolished—

Mg, A, FomgrEest:
retained too.

Me, RANDELL: I find there is o very
general expression of opinion on ome subject
outside this House, as well as here, and that is
that the duty on boots and shoes should be con-
siderably reduced, if not removed altogether.
Boots and shoes other than those on the 10
per cent. schedule, and those cn the 15 per
cent. schedule, yielded in 1893, {(and the
duty in 1893 was considerably under that of
1894-5) £3,782. I do not intend to in-
clude these in my list, but L do think they
might be reduced to 5 per cent. duty. Then

And why it shounld be
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too, for batter we collected in 1893 the sum
of £7,141. 1 think the duty is twopence
& pound, which might very well be
reduced to a pemny a pound. Then
there are other things wsuch as bacon
and hama, thinga that are regarded by some
as luxuries, and by many as necessaries of
life. I find we collected from these in 1893
the snm of £4,300. I have mentioned in my
ligt baking powder, because it cannot be pro-
duced in the colony.

Hon. MemBERS : Yes, yes, it can,

Mg. RANDELL : Woll I suppose the duly
ia puton for the purpose of protection, and it
yielded £3216s. 3d. I may just remark here, I
was vory pleased to hear the hon. :nember for
the Swan say it was desirable to get as mear
as possible to freetrade principles. Lam in
very hearty accord with thatsentiment. Tam
certninly opposed to anything more than
20 per cent. duties. I think that is a
duty bigh enough for anybody, nnd ought to
help the munufactures in the town of thia
colony. My idea is the Tariff should be for
revenue pwposcs and not for protection.
I may say here, [ have changed my opinions on
thissubject. Perhapshon. membera will remem-
ber that I have in my place here advocated
protection to a limited exteny, but I have now
been converted. I went {o Melbourne some
years ago, and when Isaw along the river,
and nlong the wharves, those splendid work-
shopa and manufactories, I came to the con-
clusiocn—perhaps not upon very good pre-
misses—that protection was a very good thing.
My second visit to Melbourne, however, dis-
abused my mind of that iden to a very
considerable extent. T do think that interests
which are established among us should have
rengonable expectation of establishing them-
relves, bub if we can find some other way than
tbe Custom House of helping them then we
should adopt it. I do not intend to go inte
the other items I have named, but hon, mem-
bers will find, if they look at them, that I
intend them to gerve u useful purpose
by assisting industries of variows kinds;
not even forgetting mining, forI haveincluded
quicksilver a8 well as tinned meats. 1 am
hoping that on all the items I have proposed
for the schedule I shall have the suppori of o

* majority of hon, members. [believe there can

be no justification for continuing the duties
upon tinned meats and articles of that kind,
which are in use all over the colony, in homes
as well a3 in survey camps.
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THe PrEMIER: See what you are knocking
off the revenue.

Mg. RANDELL: I bave mentioned paints
and colors and varnish, T think these should
come in free, ag being absolutely necessary in
trade. The same applies to articles necessary
for the manufacture of furniture. I think we
may render nesistance in this way without
aacrificing the principle of having a Tariff for
revenue purposes. I would again express my
satisfaction that the Government have brought
this matter forward,—for I am sure it will be
generally accepted all over the colony—and I
only hope that the schedule will be very
materinlly enlarged.

Mz CONNOR: I will not detain the House
vary long on thiseubject. T am very proud to
know the hon. the leader of the Opposition has
come across, not to the Government side, but
to the fact, that it is neceasary, as far as pos-
sible, to have a freetrade policy in this colony.
There are two or three items I shounld like to
refer to, before I lenve the matter to the abler
and more experienced members of the Honse,
who will probably go into the details of the
various items. There is one item, however,
that has been oruitted from this schedule, and
that is mining machinery.

How Memners: No, no.

Mzr. CONNOR: Hon, members on the other
side sny “ No no.” It is very difficult to under-
atand what hon. members mean. It seems
their whole and sole object in life is to turn
the Government out, whether they bave good
Teason or not.

An Hon. MEMEBEE:
with machinery.

Mg. CONNOR: 1 am talking about machin-
ery.' Now Sir, if we have all these taxes tanken
off ; it will suit some hon. members on both
sides of this House ; but what Iadvocatein my
own humble way, and which I am honest in
doing, whilst [ do not know whetber all hon.
members are honest in the action they
take—

Tae SPEAKER : That isa very improper
expression for the hon. member to make.

Me. CONNOR: I withdraw the expression,
and am sorry for anything improper that 1
have said. The hon. the Premier was speak-
ing of the time this should come into opera.
tion, and of the notice to merchants. I think
it is necessary some regulations should be
framed which would give facilities to the
merchanws and importers in thia colony for
secaring drawbacks. If that were done there

What has that to do
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would not be much need for any lengthy
notice to be given of the coming into aperation
of this Bill. This is a point that I think may
have been overlooked, and I hope the Govern-
ment will take it into consideration, nnd make
some regulation by which merchants wilt be
able, when exporting goods upon which duty
hna been paid, {0 obtain a drawback. 1f that
principle were in existence at the present time
it would obviate the difficulty of giving
notice to holders of large stocks jthat a new
Tariff Act was coming into operation. Iam
glad to see the leader of the Opposition hase
come across. 1 hope he will be consistent and
continue to advocate what he has advocated
thie evening.

Mg, JAMES: I sghould not like it to go for-
ward to the people of thie country, or those
who are beyoud this country, that we have
hero a Freetrade Government and a Freetrade
Opposition, or that the whole of the members
of this House, or nearly all of them, beliove in
the pringiples of Frestrade, and that they are
Freetraders. At the same time I have only to
express my own opinion, Mr. Speaker, in faver
of Protection, and T am proud that I am a Pro-
tectionisl—one in faver of deing all we pos-
sibly can to foster and promote every class of
native industry, and in favor of doing all 1
can towards the successful establishment of
industries te do the work that is now done
outaide the colony, or as much of it as pos-
sible. No doubt many members fancy thewm.
selvea ns really belonging to the Manchester
School of politicians, who are generally those
who bow down to the fetish laws of supply de-
mand. Those who follow that out here seem
10 altogether forget the different circum-
stances which exist, and how different it is in
the case of a wmanufacturing country like
England, where the manufacturers must look
to foreigm roarkets to dispose of their goods,
to what the case ia in a conntry like this,
where the consumption is greater than the de-
mand. and is likely to he so for some time to
come. Referencea have been made to Vie-
torin. We know that heavy trouble has fallen
upon that colony, but she is still able to hold
her hend up through it all, and what is more,
she is still able to keep employed many people
in her manofactaring interests. For such a
small country it is a great deal to say, and
she undoubtedly owes it to these much des-
pised principles of Protection. It is ifo the
policy of Protection that Victoria owes thefact
that many people have been kept constantly
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at work when, without protection, these people
would have heen without employment. 1
singerely hope that in this colony we are not
going to have Freetrade. I aw sure we are
not., At the same time I am very sorry to
find the Premier allow:ng himself to be mis-
lead on this subject by such an avowed sup-
porter of Freetrade as the Attorney-Geveral-
I have po doubt that the latter gentle-
man has coaosistently brooght under the
notice of the Premier those wonderful
tracts of the Cobdemites, which are scat-
tered about after every English mail, Of

course if we were in the position i the gentle-

men who put forward these Cobden tracts we
would want to do what they are doing. What
we want to encourage here now is the estal-
lishment of industries for the employment of
labor and capital, vpon which we may fall
back at the proper time. To do this we want
a reagonable mearure of Protection. I am
nmused with the position taken wp by the
formers in this matter, Surely there is
nothing so heavily protected us thefarming in-
dustry, nnd therefore I say the least they can
do is to give us their ussistamce towards
obtaining some portion of the protection they
themselves enjoy.

AN Hox. MeMBER: They will do this.

Me. JAMES : I am very glad to hearit. I
was very much surprised to hear the repre-
sentative of the City constituency declure that
he was for Freetrade, and that farming mem-
bers were also. I can, of course, only jndge of
people by what they sny. There iz a danger
nlways ot o fime like this of taking too much
off the duty list. No doubt the Government
in this instance is anxious to take off a8 much
as possible, but, as I said before, there iz o
danger of going too far. What I object to.in
these matters is that the Government comes
down with certain proposals which ure to mean
cerrain reductions, but before the matter is
disposed of you find the reductions are
double whet they were at first expected to be.
So far as the present proposals nre concerned,
I cannot help eaying that I do believe they
will give reductions in taxation in favor of
one industry more than any other. I refer to
the industries which use bags and sacks, which
use wire netting, which use steel fencing
wire, and which use other articles forming
quite & good portion of this Schedule. I do
not eay what ia proposed to be done is wrong.
Tdon't accuse anyone of any wrong doing,
don’t wax wroth at once over what I say, but

[ASSEMBLY.]

Customs Dulies Bill.

please let the farmer remember that if, on the
other hand, we in the cities ask for a redue-
tion in the duty on raw material necessary in
our manufactures, we ave oply asking a fuir
guid pro quo,

Trnr Peemier (Hon. Sir J. Forrest): 'The
duties on all the articles you have mentioned
do not come tv. £2,000 a year

Me. JAMES: That does not matter. Ihe
Hon. tha Premier will recollect that when the
question of the Stock Tax was brought forward
the amount of the tax collected was not very
great, and he then said that the figuresdid not
affect the principles, and if that was the case
then itis still go now. Howaver, Mr. Speaker,
I should like to see provision made in this
Schedule to have raw material which is to
be wsed in manufactures, and worked
up in this country, admitted free of duty. I
want certain other additions made when the
time comes, and I believe the mining members
of the Houss will support me. Iaw sure they
will support me in any endeavor fo give
moderate Protection to any industry which is
deserving of encouragement. After the praise,
laudation and applause awarded by the hon.
member for Yilgarn to the speech of the leader
of the Opposition—I am sure Ican ronk him
among those who will favor reasonable Pro-
tection and encouragement to naivive indus-
tries and local manufactures.

Me. MORAN : T only wish to say Mr.
Speaker, that T will support the Bill now
brought hefore thizs House, and at the same
time I intend to give the leader of the Opposi-
tion my entire support on the motion of
which he has given notice. 1 will give him
my fullest support in any endeavor to reduce
the taxation on any of the articles he. has
mentioned. [ was rather struck this evening
with the policy put forward by my youthful
and lenrned friend, the member for West
Porth, Iam happy to eay that we agrec on
most thinga. We agree when he is making
this chamber ring with his eloquent utter-
ances on the question of Australion Federa-
tion, but to find him declaring himseif an
ardent Federationist, while in almost the sama
breath he declares himself a champion of Pro-
tection, dogs natonish me. The hon. mewber
for West Perth.—

AN HoN. MEMBEER:
Perth.

Mg, MORAN : Certainly. Itis my mistake.
The hon. member for West Perth, ia of course
busily engaged in trying to overthrow the

You must mean East
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Pope’s letter, and that being so we can let bim
go by. However, the hon. member for East
Perth said that although the colony of
Victorin had been badly stenighteaed
out, she had managed to hold her head up
through all, and that it was simply becauss
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ot her policy of Protection. 'Thae hon, member i3 -

wrong.  Victoria has been able to hold her
head up, not Lecsuse she is a Protectionist
Colony, but beecause she und her people are
ever foremost in enterprise of all kinds., Itis by
enterprise, and enterprise only, that Victoria
bas been enabled to hold her own, nnd Vie-
torin ned Victorians have nlways been able to
do so well.  Why, Queensland, and the far
north mnore especially, waus populated by the
people, and developed by thecapital of Victoria,
and ¢ven to-day Western Australia is to a
great extent benefiting by this spirit of en-
terprise on the part of the Eustern colony. 1
is the free American spivit of enterprise in all
quarters that is her great feature. As for
the policy of Protection helping Victoria, it is
just the.reverse. That thie is so can be seen by
n glance at the shipping returns, when you will
find the shipping ot New South Wales for lust
year wus double that of Victorin. I was in-
formed by one of the representutives of alead-
ing Company that all the leading offices are
being removed from Melbourne to Sydney in
consequence of Victoria's Protective policy.

Mr. Leake: I rise to a point of order, Is
the hon. mewber speaking to matters in the
Bill.

Tue SPEAKER : He is advocating the prin-
ciples of Freelrade nnd merely giving his ex-
perience on the working of the Tariff in
unother colony.

Mg, MORAN (tv Mr. Leake) : You had better
go out and get a cup of coffee.  So far as the
Bill is concerned, Mr. Speaker, it appears fo
me that we must {0 a certain extent tax the
people of this country in order that there
should be no check upon its development.
However, there is one form of revenue raising
which basnot been referred to by the Premier,
which [ think should be kept before this House.
Lf the country is in want of an increase of re-
venne—if it wuots money to curry on the work
of development wherever development may ha
necessary—let him turn his eyes in the direc-
tion of the huadreds of thonsands of acres of
valuable lund lying idle along ocur Eustern
Railways. If revenue is wanted, and if we want
this conntry devcloped, let him compel the
owners of these vast estates to work their
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lands. ‘The proper way for the Government
to get u revenue is by a resort to o Land Tax.
[Mr. GEorGE : Hear, hear.] Believe me I will
try hard for it. Thereare of course some who
work their lunds in a proper form, and employ
the necessary amoant of labor. Where a
large number of pecple are employed there ia
wenlth Lo the people and revenue to the State.
Not only ulong the Beverley line but along the
Eustern lines geverslly, it is an eyesure to
those who take an interest in the country ko
find large portions of the best lnnd Jying idle,
and not producing any revenue, or good to the
colony. I would reduce geperul taxation and
I would heavily tax this land. T would tax it
until! the owners were compelled to cultivate
it. One must not prophecy, for in truth there
are 100 many falge prophets already in Lhis
country, but I will venture & prediction that
one of the greatest ¢uestions at the next
general election will be the queation of larnd
taxuition, and you will find tbat the resnlt of
that will be that those people who hold land
will either have to cultivate it themselves or
cut it up and let it go into the hands of those
people who will, Of the Stock T'ax thers is
hardly need tosay much. To suggest its re-
moval is to provoke the opposilion of the
hon, mewber for West Kimberley, but what
I do want to see, and what he ought to give
us if he holds such & strong position as he pre-
tends, ure some figures. Let him quote sowme
figures.

Me. Cownwor: He hns done so often.

Mz. MORAN: I have not heard him do so
ob any rate, neither has the hon. member for
East Kimberley, nor bas any member of
thizg House. What is happening here is just
in order to satisfy one or two stock raisers.
Our working men ure being underpaid. Reia-
tively, they are paid worse than anywhere ¢lge,
and the price ef living is the very highest.
The Stock Tax aclually runs as high as 100
pér cent. compared with the priceat which
good bullocks can be bought in the Eastern
Colonies.

Mg. A. Forresr : How do you make that
out.

Mg, MORAN : The other day 500 head of
cuttle were sold in Quecnsland at 30s. per
head. If my word is doubted T can give day
and date of the transaction. Besides that,
look aut the small price ruling in the markets
elsewhere. .

M=z. A. ForresT: I doubt it.

Mz MOEAN : 'The man who was in charge
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of this stock and sold it at the price I have
wentioned, is at present in Perth.

Mz. A. FopresT: Why didn’t he bring the
eattle here.

Mg, MORAN : For the simple renson that you
will not let him, just to protect a few raisers
of cattle who happen to be in this colony.
T hope the leader of the Opposition will carry
the whole of the list he is to propose when the
proper time comes,

M=z A, Fosrest : Oh, he won't!

Mgr. MORAN: The hon. mwember, T be-
lieve, is anxious to see the whole of the people
of this colony become vegoterians. The hon.
member for the Swan, and the lender of the
Opposition in speaking on this subject, have
both snid that we should go as nearly to Free-
trude as it will be possible. At the same time,
while I agree with that, we know that no busi-
ness can be run without money, neither can a
Government proceed without revenue. Yam
no advocate of carrying any principle to the
extent of running a colony into hankruptey,
and although I am an advocate of Freetrade, I
think we can claim amongst those who are
ranked under that principle, members who
have an equal grasp on questions of finance
with any other section of the House. For my-
gelf, I hope it will not be long before we have
also an Income Tux in Western Australia for
the purpose of revenue.

Hon. MemsERs : There will be no one to pay
it.

Mz, MORAN : Then if that be thecase there
will be no one hurt by it—no one will feel it.
1 earnestly hope that the hon. member for
‘West Perth, who is also the representative of
one of our greatest conmsuming populations,
will give the leader of the Opposition his sup-
port in some of tne matters proposed to be in-
cluded in the list. I have a vivid recollection
of listening to the entrancing accents of that
gentleman in dealing with the land question,
when he was on the hustings. We mnever hear
anything from the hon. member on the subject
now, I am afruid he has fellen to slecp in the
arma of Jucob, or rather of the hon. member
for West Kimberley.

Mn. A. Forgest : I rise to a point of order.
The hon. member says I advocated a land tax.
I did nothing of the sort.

Mg. MORAN: I neversaid yon did. T said
the hon. member for West Yerth bad fallen
asleep in the arms of the hon. member for
West Kimberley on the land guestion. I wish
hon. members would have the common sense
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to listen to what is being said. As I
saxd  before, My, Speaker, I intend
$o give my strong support to this motion of
the leader the Opposition, and T sincerely hope
he will carry some, at least, of the amend-
ments he hopes to make in the Turiff. If he
cannot carry all, and I do not think he will,
I hope he will carry some. Move parficularly
do I hope that one will bg carried which has
reference to tinned meats. Evory man on the
goldfields consumes on an average Zlbs. of
ment per day, and it would be & great benefit
to the working classes if the duty on this
neceasary article of food was taken off. ‘The
duty is proposed to be taken off tea, but a
miner will not use a pound of that in a fort-
night, while he uses about 21ba. of meat o day.
I believe the most of the members of the
Opposition will support this part of the pro-
posals of the leader of the Opposition, and they
should also receive support from the Govern-
ment side of the House as well. I trust the
representatives of the centres of populution
will not be behind hand in any wovement to
cheapen the cost of living, and that even
among these will be found the hon. member
for East Perth.

Mr. GEORGE : M. Speaker,—I only intend
to offer a few remarka on this Bill at the pre-
sent juncture, and rise more particularly with
the object of referring to the remarks which
fell fromo the hon. member for East Kim-
berley on the guestion of drawbacks. I wonld
also refer to the remark moade by the hon. the
Premier with regurd to the stocks held in hand
in this country. We are told that large stocks
arve not held here, and if that be so, then a
drawback could not he of the account to mer-
chants and importers it was repreaented to be
by the hon. member for Iast Kimber-
ley. However, whether that be so or not, I
wish to express the most earnest hope that
such an inginitous thing as the drawback
system will not be introduced into Western
Australis. Possibly the work “ iniguitons™ is
is & rather strong term to use, but it only ex-
presses the truth. If there is anything that has
created comparatively greut loss tu our sister
colony, Victorin, it is this infernal thing—the
drawback. During last year a large quantity
of miging machinery was imported into this
Colony in order to be realised, and the facts
I am going to mention to show what an
iniquitous thing this drawback is, are well
within the knowledge of the hon. member who
firet referred to this matter.
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Me. Cowwor: Who are you referring to.

Me. GEORGE: I am not referring to
you.

Ms. Cownwor: Yon must be wrong You
must not try to conneet wme with anything
iniguitous. I desire the protection of the
chair,

Mp. GEORGE : I haduointention of accus-
ing you of anything.

Mk, Connor: I do not wish to be in a pos-
tion to be accused.

Me, GEORGE: I am positive that was I
suid wus that it wonld be impossible to induce
the hon, member to be connected with any-
thing iniquitous.

Mgr. Conwor: [ hardly know what you
Ineat.

I'ue SPEAKER : I'he hon. member in speak-
ing did not impute snything you did as heing
iniquitous.

Mg, GEORGE: After the explauation of
the Hon. the Speaker perhaps I need not apol-
ogise. However, us I saad before, the insiance
[ am about to relute to the EHouse is within
the knowledge of the hon. member who is
dusirous of seeing this iniquitvus uystem of
drawback introduced here. A large guantity
of mining pachinery  wus brought
here for the purposv of sale, brought
here within the lasb twelve months. At the
firat blush the person who had this machinery,
confessed to him one day in thasale yurds that
where he made the greatest profit wae not by
ita sule, but in obtaining & large amount trom
the Vietorian Government, in the shape of
drawback. On one large boiler he had actually
received £110 in this way, and had then sold
the bviler to the West Australian Government
for £150. Asa matter of fact the owner of
this boiler, after receiving the drawback I
have mentioned could have sold the boiler for
only £10, and then done well out of the
transaction. I kpow myself that 8o far as the
drawback on mining muachinery in Victoria is
concerned, it is guite possible for machinery to
Le in use eighteen months or two yours, and
then sent out of the culony under a drawback,
which is sowetimes so large us to be more thun
what the machinery is aciually worth.
I therefore most sincerely hope there will be
no attempt to introduce the drawback systew
into this colony. No reason exists fur its
introduction, excepting that it may be used for
the purposes of fraud. T am sure if the Pre-
mier will enquire into this point he will finl
pleunty of evidency tu support ny views. Several
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prosecutions have had to be instibuted in
Victoria for frauds perpetruted under this
drawback system. ‘The bon. memler for Eust
Kimberley had expressed a degire b0 see
mining mwachinery introdeced free.

Me. Conror : That won’t suit you.

Mg. GEORGE : I do not careif it docs come
in free, just now.

Me. Connor : Oh, 1t will come in free right
enough.

Mr. GEORGE: We¢ cannot imake this ma-
chinery here just yet, but wy firm will be alle
to do s0in six wonths, and then I will come to
the House u.ud' ask for protection.

Mg, Connor : You won’t get it.

Mgr. GEORGE : I will try forit, and 1 hope
Iwill get it. At any rate I will ask for it
withont losing my temper like some hon.
members are doing. 1 want to employ people
in this trade and when I can wake this
muchinery [ will usk the hon. member himself
to support me in procuring o fair measure of
Protection.

Mgz. Cownor : But you won’t get it.

Mr. GEORGE : Well, [ will gsk for it.
We do not always get what we ask for, or
what we gught to get. The Bill to my mind
might casily include some things it doea not,
bat these can be brought forward at a later
stage. I only rose to speak with regard to the
drawback question, und I aguin wish to ex-
press the sincere hope that we shall never have
an attempt to place ench a thoroughly
iniguitous law on the Statute Book of this
colony.

Mz, SOLOMON: I would like to say a few
words on the subject, Mr, Speaker. [n my
opinion the Government ure to becongratulated
on taking the first step in the direction of
tariff reform. T hope tosee furiher reductions
a8 we proceed. [n any event I think that in
the list presented to this House we could vary
well have had some items left out, in order to
put in other items which would be of far more
benefit to the general ccmmunity. The list is
not u large one, but in spite of this some terms
might have given place to others. For in-
stance, there is the item “cocoa and chocotate.”
That is an article which cannot possibly be
suid to be in general use, but the amount of
duty collected, £667, wounld have been well
taken off some other article. Sedu crystals,
the daty of whichis two shillings per cwt.,is one
of itews in the Tariff which I think might very
well Ire reduced. Itisan article in general use,
and it will Le fonnd that it is laxgely used by
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many women whu have to gain their livelihool
at the washtub. In this manner, I believe,u
large qaantity is consumed. I truet the present
movement on the part of the Government is o
preliminsry attempt to reduce the burdens of
taxation on the people toa minimuw. Galvan-
ized iron is another item, the duty on which
can very well be reduced na has been properly
stated by the lhopn. member for Perth, Wilh
regard to the Stock Tax I think everyone musi
know there is a fecling abroad that this tax is
a very iniquitous ome. It is a tax felt by
cvoryone, There ure some of these items such
a8 sngar and tea. the dubty upon which wiil
not be felt nearly so much astthe duty npon
went. Take a household of five or six
people, and it will be found in all cases that
the article of food most in general consmwp-
tion is ment. People cannot get along without
meat, and they feel the duty more than they
do the duty on ten and sugar. I
am therefore forvced to the conclurion
that this is one of the items where the
Government might have provided for some
reduction by leaving other items in. A re-
duction in this direction would mot opnly be
fair, but it would be generally acceptable to the
people. The producer of meat, more than any
other person in the community, reaps a benefit
from the list of reductions brought before the
House. Tn some of the itews he reaps a very
great benefit, such as wire netting, sheep dip,
wool bales, bagging, besides which he is a
large conenmer of tea and sugar, the iwo
articles mainly to bereduced. If these stock
growers were to give way it would be looked
upon and appreciated by the general public,
and 1 feel sure the House would be porfectly
willing te meet that class Dy the reduction of
the duty on other items only used by them. I,
for oue, would be very glad to assiat the stock
growers if they did this. I do not think it
necessary tolabor the question nt this stagoe.
What the Government are doing is really a
step in the right direction, and I give the
Government every credit for introducing the
measure, in order to make at least one stride
forward towards progrese and the lessening of
the burdens of tazation on the people.

At 630 pm. the House ndjourned for an
hour.

At 7.30 p.m. the House resumed.

Mu. A. FORREST: In rising to support the
sccond reading of the Bill now hefore the
Hounge, I do zo with a great deal of plea
sure. I am glad to find the Government do
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intend fo reduce taxation on those articles
which we cannot produce in the country; but
T must agk hon. members to pause before they
propose reductions on a number of articles
which ean be produced in the country, and
which will be produced more largely in n few
years than they are at present. The hon.
member for Perth (Mr. Randell) wunts this
House to reduce taxation on flour and ocats,
which are articles that can be produead here ;
but [ would like to kmow what good a reduc-
tion of 10s. & ton on Hour would do in lowering
the price to retail consumers ? The hon. mem-
ber also wants reductions of duty on oats, chaff,
huatter and other necessaries of life which can
bo produced in the country, but I hope the
hon. member will rot be able to carry those
reductions, becanse we conld itl afford to lose
tho revenue now received on these importa-
tions. If the hon. mewmber desived to g0 in
Eor o Freetrade policy, there would be some-
thing in his cortention, but if he intends to-
go in for a Tariff that shall be one-half Protec-
tive and the other half Freetrade, his policy
wouldbe ndangerousonetoinitinte. Since 1893
we have tried all in our power to protect the
interests of the producers in the colony, and T
regret to say they do not produce too much at
present. I hope that, when the tine comes for
us to consider the hon. member’s proposals in
committee, he will be found in a minority.
The hon. memher for Yilgarn, to whom I wish
particularly to refer, says he will support the
proposals of the hon. member for Perth, in
taking the duty off everything; yet in the
sawme breath he asks for more railways and
telegraphs all over his district—he asks for a
large water supply, he asks for the winer's
rights to be reduced in cost to almost nothing,
and he asks for many other forms of expendi-
turein the interestagof the miners. We all
welcome the miners to this country, but those
people who are settled in other portions of the
colony, having made their homes here peraan-
ently, cannot afford, as afiseal principle, in
the present juncture of affairs, to give every-
thing to the miners and get nothing back. I
do not think the minars ask fur any such
thing, What they want is easy and cheap
communication, and a water supply all over
the goldfields; but if we take away the
revenue derived from all the articles which
miners use, the Govermnent way justly say,
“Weare notin a position to imcur large ex-
penditure for these works and facilities on
goldfields, because you are tuking away the
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sources of revenue to which we look for re-
couping the outlay.” The hon. member for
Yilgarn also used some strong language
about the low price of cattle in the
Enstern Colonies, and the high price
charged here. [ do hope thai. when
memhers get np, they will speak on
subjects that they really understand, The hon.
member hae enid that cattle cun be bought for
303. a head in Queensland, and that they
ought to be imported here cheaply, As far aa
1 am nwere, the cattle imported here in a con-
dition fit for sule connot be bought for any
such price. If it were so, this market is open,
without restrictions on trade and commerce;
thevefore, if hon. neinbers weve disposed to
listen seriously to those stntewents, which T
ain sure they are not, they must see that there
is no reason why this murket should not be
flooded with cattle imported nt 30s. a head.
1 may say [ amn propared myself, to supply
the very best class of meat delivered at Derby,
for shipment to the centres of population, at
three-halfpence a pound, in any quantity;
thercfore where does the increased cost come
in, if we conn supply meat nt this price in
our Northern ports? The increased cost is
caused by froights, insurance, agency charges,
and the profits to butchers, As to comnmission,
thut amount is very small. Then, as a result
of this state of things, we do not find that
the econnmission sgeuts grow rich, or that
the butechers grow rich, or that the
graziers grow riclh. Where, then, is the
great hardship that i3 imposed on the con-
sumers by the high price of meat? The price
ig higi, but I say we ecunnot avoid it in pre-
sent circumstances. I say,also, that the Stock
I'nx witl not affect the price to a greater
extent than three-eighths of a penny in the
peund. This duty is not more aggravating to
the conswmers of meat, than is the duty on
onts, chaff, and flour to those people in the
North who have to pay it on what they im-
port. I eay the colony is not in o position to
go in for u Freetrade policy. If we want to
injure oue class of the community by treating
then differently from the rest of the popula-
tion, then I say make this u Freetrade colony,
in which c¢ase we should havo no taxes
ou imported articles, and we should not be
able to construct public works. Look at the
wuges paid at present—the hon. member for
Perth knowe the amounts that are paid in
varioua employments—! say we could nol
afford te puy these wuges if the cost of living
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ware cheaper, foritisa umiversal rule that
where wages are low the cout of living iz also
low. 'L'he hon. mewber for Yilgarn, who came
to this country about a ycar ago, sucks the
honey froan the people heve. He is not o
worker, or a producer. Where has he ever
done wny work in this colony? He
has been  travelling about, and having been
fortunate enough to obtuin o seat in this
Housc, he now wants to upset sl the institu-
tions of the country info which he bas so ately
come. He enys the country is guspiny for a
land tax. Well, [ think the people who huve
to depend on the land ¢ould not bear n tax,
and that the effect of a lund tax would be to
drive people off the land. Buf the hon. mem-
ber for Yilgnrn, who knows nothing about this
country, except the mining diatricts in which
he has been travelling, tella us that Quecns.
land has put o tax on land, and therefore thie
colony should do so. [ say, let the hon. mem-
ber go back fo Queensland, if he likes it so
much better, and let him get on a platicrm
there, and address his opinions to an ussewmbly
of people who know as much s#s he does. He
seems to think he can come to this country
nid turn it upside down just to suit his own
ends, and to plense svme of those people, not
those who he represents, hut who he thinks
he represents. The hon. mewbher is very ready
in speaking, and yet he says hon. wmembers
will not listen to him, I do not wonder al
that. I often see a smile even on the face of
the Hon. the Speaker, when the member for
Yilgarn is nddressing the House. I muast suy
that we who have lived in this countiry all our
lifetime are not going to Le dictated to by the
hon. mewmber for Yilgarn, when ho talks the
grentest rbbish about duties, and Stock ‘I'ax,
and other things. The hon. member, if he
wnnbts to be listened to in this Houze, should
confing his remarks to the goldficlds, about
which he perhaps knows a little. I may inform
the House that the reason why butchers' meat
is so high in price is that there is ne good
grazing land near Perth and Fremant'e, as the
chief consuming centres ; and when the stuck
reaches this district from Kimberley and other
Northern parts, the animals are literally
starved and in & reduced condition, 50 that the
loss of weight in the cattle, between the time
they are sold and the timethey are retailed
for consmmption, together with the expenses,
will account for the butehers putting on the
price. If the Goverumentwould lay down
pstures, by clearing Crown landand sowing
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it with couch grass, in localities convenient to
to Lthe centres of population, you might then
lave meat s0id at 2d & pound. But we know
that the country near Perth and Fremantle is
sandy, and that there nre no extensive pad-
docks for keeping fat stock in condition. As I
enid, in speaking on the Address-in-Reply, the
Stock 'I'ax wmay give some benefit to the gra-
ziers in our Northern districts, and the

butchers muy got a little; but I can, if peces-

sary, prodace the Thooks of one of
the largest stock graziers in the colony,
showing the transactions for twelve wonths,
to prove that the growers of meat are not
maling the large profits which some people
suppose thay are getting through the Stock
Tax.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH : A gentleman said
to me, in the recess, that whether a redis-
tribution of seats is required in the country or
not, he was of opinion there ought to be a ra-
distribution of seats in this House. I am
sowewhab of that opwnion, if the charncter of
this debate is to indicate the position of hon.
mewbers in the House. I would like hon.
wembers to bear in mind that, oo questions
which affect revenue, it is usual for mewmbers
in ull parts of the House to have an abeolutely
free hand; consequently if T appear to be
gomewhat inconsistent to, or adverse o,
hon. members who sit on my side of the
House, I hope that fact will be borne
in mind. First of all, I cannot commend
the wisdoms of the Government in bringing
in the Bill at all. T do think
thet, m this stage of the colony's de-
velopment—and this point has been ably
bronght out by the hon, member for Fre-
mantle—when there is so0 much to do,
and when there are calls from all parts
of the country for the expenditure of money,
vhe construction of these works will do more
to develop snd help the people than any re-
mission of faxation such as the Government
propese; therefore I am surprised that the
Government should hnve taken on themselves
to Lring in this Bill at all. What does it pro-
pose to do? Reduce taxation on a faw items
of imporis, to the extent of something like
£50,000. That sum would be sufficient to pay
interest on o loan of over a million ; and yet,
with no end of work that requires to be done
n the country, with calls from all parts of it,
and when the Government are going to borrow
wore money for public works, they come into
this House and propose to remit taxation to

[ASSEMBLY.]

Customs Dutics Bill.

the extent of £50,000, 'Then comes the ques-
tion as to what is the real object of this re-
mission of tazation. It was suggested at the
outset, by the hon. member (Mr. Throssell)
who moved the Address-ir-Reply, that this
promised Bill was intended to work upon the
lines of a free breakfnst table. Whkat do we
now find? Looking at this proposed remis-
pion of £50,000 in Costoms duties, we find
that somcthing like £30,000 iz to bLe re-
mitted on five of the itcins—kerosenecil, sugar,
tea, coffee, and a small amount for molusses—
us for the rest of the proposed remiesions,
they nre mostly Lo nssist the squntters. Tam
quite willing to admit that a considerable
amount of difficulty and anxiety exists
anonget these who are engaged in the pns-
toral industry, und I would like something
pructical to be dome to assist them; but [
do not take it that these remissions ure calon-
luted to be of any material value to them.
OFf course o certain amount will be saved on
sngnr—perhaps not so much for the squatter
a8 the brewer ; and as to the other items, they
will make snch a small difference that one is
reminded of the cld saying, * What ara these
among so many ?' I wounld rather have seen
the Government proposing to expend this
amount of revenue on public works, than to
attempt a bLalf-upnd-half remission of thia
kind. If tho Government were prepared to
enter into a discussion as to putting the Tariff
on a broader basis, and if they were willing to
deal with it on the principle of a Freetrade or
a Protective policy, I could understand why
they should bring this questica before the
House, but this Bill i3 gimply for
remitting the duty off a few items,
and to tinker with the Tariff for twe
or three years to come. Hon. members who
are accastomed to the ways of trade will
know there is nothing more disturbing to com-
merce than frequent alterations in the Cus-
toms Turiff. If this £50,000 remission is pro.
posed only to satisfy u public cry, it will not
meet the wants of the workers, I think that
if the members who compose the Ministry
wented to reach und benefit the workers, they
would have taken the duby off other neces-
anry articles besides those proposed in the
Bill. The bread of the people, the meat of the
pevple, and other things which come under the
head of necessaries, would have been dealt
with, We may cull fen nnd sugar necessaries,
if we will, though I rather gquestionit. |
do not think that the remission of Jduties on
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theae articles is going to produce any return
at all. If, howaver, we wust deal with remis-
gions of duty, there is one item which cught to
be included in the Bill, and that is tinned
meats—not because it is an item that affects
miners particularly, but because, in the pre-
sent condition of this country, it is almost the
only kind of food to be got inland. Every-
thing that can be done to encournge the pro-
ducers—and the main producer at present is
the gold digger—ought te Lie done in this
dirvection. As far as T know, in the district
I represent, T believe the miners would far
rather see money expended in developing the
country by means of public works, than see it
remitted in the directions proposed in the
Bill. It is my comviction that the winers
would be better served, and the hest interesta
of the country better srrved, by the expends-
ture of this extra money upon abseclulely
necessary developments in the country, than
by the merely funciful remissions which the
Government propose. Then the hon. mewber,
the leader of the Opposition (Mr. Randell},
proposes to increase this list alurmingly. T
say " alarmingly, ' because, as 1 hold, itis
not wise to reduce taxation even by £50,000 ;
therefore what will it be toreduce taxation by
£150,000. I bave not gone into the hon.
member’s figures, but by the long list of
remissions which he advocated, [ think the
amount would be near £150,000.

Mr. Rawpsst : No.

Mg. T.LINGWORTH : No. Well, 1 do ask
this House to consider whether, in this con-
dition of our country’s development, when we
are going forward and there is so much to do—
and the Director of Public Works knows very
well the cluims there are for works, especially
inland, that are absolutely necessary to the
lives of the people, as well ae for,purposes of
development—whether it is wise to remove
the taxation which falls only lightly og the
grent mass of thoe people, and by doing so
deprive the ccntres of production of those
works which are necessary at the present time.
I want to muke one remark on this taxation
question of Free-trade rersus Protection. Iam

glad the hon. member for East Perth had the '

courage to get up at that moment, and at
least to intimate that thera ia one hon.
mewber who is not afraid Lo wuse the
word “ Protection. ¥ 1 am afraid that
most of the persons who wuse the
term * Protection,” which they seem so
fond of, just as the tern
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ueed by others who are fond of it, do not com-
pletely understand what is meant by Protec-
tion. T think the hon. member for East Perth
will agree with me that if it were possible to
go for direct tazation, even the protectionists
in this House would prefer that, rather than
any other kind of protection. If you were
going to ruise over half a miliion of revenue
through the Customm House, we contend it
would be wiger, in the interests of the country,
to raise that revenue on those thinga which
will encourage the productions of the country,
than to raise it on those things which cannot
be produced here; and so far as the items in
this Schedule are upon these lines, I neces-
sarily will give it iy support, if there is to be
a remission of taxes at all. I will nawe ons
single instance of--what I mean, when I epeak
of protected industrics. We are not manu-
facturers of leather, and yet there is o dutby of
15 per cent. on it. When that leather is im-
ported Erotn other colonies and landed here,
with the necessary expenses added to the
price, the difference between what the leather
can he purchased for in other Golonies and the
purchasing price here iz about 30 per cens.,
eyual to double the amount of the duty.
Another point I want to touch upon is the
guestion of Protection as it alfects wnges.
Here is a statement which hus been guoted in
the Victerinn Parliament recently, and is
taken from wn Awerican newspaper :—

The McKinley Tariff was an admitted experi-
ment in_high duties. 'The American Senate's
Finance Committee,after the Tariff had been work-
ing 12 months,examined into the general wages of
the eountry fer ayear before the high tariff and}the
after it, That report was ns Efnbnratuc on the
matter of wages as it was on that of prices. 1t
showed that there had been a very gemnersl rise in
wages under the McKiuley Tarifi. But more this.
A further report on the satme subject was submibted
by Mr. Chartes F Peck, the Commissioner of
Labor Statistics of New York. Mr. Peck’s return
is of more special value, because 1t is the work of a
Freetrader, who was ordered to do it in order to
fird material to deuounce the tarif. Mr. Peck
candidly admitted that he commenced his duties
with the intention of condemning the McKinley
Dutics, und that he was startled at the resuits
which came out. His investigatious covered 79
industries, many of which ncloded a dozen
or inore trades each. He found that
woges had advanced under the M'Kinley Tariff
in 52 of these industries, and fallen in 27 of them.
He alleges that in the Btate of New York, the net
increase in protections in the year following the
enactment of the high taviff was £6,260,000. Cut
of 79 industries, 52 showed an increase in wages or
production, or both. There were 285,000 wage-
earpers affected in the industries, and the average
advance on their w. ges was £4 12s. in the year,
while in 51 of the industries the advance in wages
averaged £8 13s. Summed up, this meant that

“ Freetrude” is | 285,000 persons in ihe1,121 trades earned £4 22s.
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per head more under the bigh ‘Cariff thax uuder
that of 1989.” Such was the report that the free-
trader, Mr. Peck, wus obliged to give, and his
Friends were very angry withhim, They admitted,
however, that the American workman’s condition
had really improved under the McKinley Tariff.
Of course they had their excuses. The improve-
ments woulil {ave been still greater under Free-
trade. But they were miet here by the same kind
of invincible facts. Mr. Senmator Aldrich made a
dissection of the Sennte Committee’s repors, com-
paring the cost of living during 30 years in Protec-
tionist Amnerica aud Freetrade England. He pub-
lished this in the Fermer for October, 1892. The
period taken was that between 1860 and 1890 in
both couuntries. Of the Awnerican cxperiences he
made the following sumnary :—° During this
period average wages in the United States ad-
vanced nearly 70 per cent., while the cost of
living, as shown by the decline in prices was
reduced 5 per ceut.  In other words, the purchas-
ing power of wages was nearly 75 per cent. greater
in the year 1890, afier 30 years of Protection, thun
it was in 1860, at the close of 15 years® experience
under a revenue tarift. Co-incident with this ad-
vanee in wages, o great reduction in the howrs
of employment tock place. These results will ap-
peat in the fortheoming report of the Scenate’s Fin-
anee Committee, covering an investigation into
prices aml wages for 50 years. They are coufirmed
by the census figures, showing the relative annual
earnings of nll persons employed in the textile in-
dustries in the years 1860 and 1880, the annual
average earnings for 1860 heing 205 dols., aud for
1890 332 dols., or an advance of 61 per cent.

In readiong this exteact to the House, I con-
tend that the workers are, nfter zll, the foun-
dation of the State: and the extract bears on
tha question of a Tariff that will raise wages nnd
will also reduce the cost of living, by showing
the actual experience in Ameviea under a Pro-
tective Tariff. The whole question comes fo
this, that if we can help the workers by in-

creasing, their pay and at the same time reduc-

ing their cost of living, in comsequence of
competition, and in consequence of wmanu-
factories being brought nearer home, and
in consequence of the avoidance ot waste, that
will be the best way of heiping the waorkers.
When the hon. membsr for West Kimberley
says he can sell meat nk 13d. a ponnd whole-
sale in the Kimberley district, I can under-
stand the hon. member for Yilgarn in snying
» bullock con be purchased in Queensland for
30s. I am surprised that the Government
nnve not dealt with the question of the Stock
Tax. Iknow this isa sort of red rag to mem-
bers on the Government side.  I'he Comumis-
sioner of Crown Lands told us, the other
evening, that the Stock Tax added only a half-
penny & pound to the price of meat. Wall, if
that halfpenny is sufficient to affect
competition, then you come to the pomnt
where the difficulby arises; for if the duty of
8o much per head on imported stock has the
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effect of keeping imported stock out of these
markets, it necessurily interfercs with com-
petition, and the want of competition tends to
keep the prices up. On this question I do
lean very largely to the view of the hon,
member for Esat Kiwherley (Mr. Connor)
when he emwphasises—and I hope this House
will tnke note of it—the fuct that one of the
reasons that makes ment deur in tho centres
of population is the want of proper conveni-
enve for the killing of meat. Surely the
Government ghould take thie matter ap.
'Then the nmount that the Government are
usked to Jose on the Stock Tax is such a trifle.
It is the strangest thing in the world that
some members showdd get excited over such u
trile—a matter of lesa than £4,000. Surely
if it is such a trifle they can dispense with it,
both from the revenue and the Protectionist
standpoints. It is a atrange thing that some
wembers call thewselves Freetraders, and yet
support a Stock T'nx, and also support a duty
nn flour, on chaff, on oats, and on bread. ¥
cannot understand it. Perhaps my education
haa been neglected in these particulars, but
if 80, I hepe the hon, member for the Williams
will give us some light on the subject. I
regret that this Turiff question har been
brought up at all. I would much
rather that the £50,000 of proposed re-
missions showld bLe used in carrying out
necessary publie  works; but if this
Tariff change is to be carried out I think the
Governinent arve on the right lines in the
itews they have selected ; and, further, if
they would accept several of the items which
have heen suggested by the hon. member for
Porth—though I do not think this House or
the country wants the whole list of remissions
that the hon. member mentioned—if the Gov-
ornment would accept gulvanised iron and
tinned ments by adding them to the Schedule,
I think this would be going on the right lines
of reduction upon article. that cannot be pro-
duced in the colony, We might deal with the
Stock Tax under another Bill.

Tae COMMISSIONER UF CROWN LANDS
{Hon. A. R. Richardson): After all the
speeches we have heard, I do not think the
items in the Schedule for rewission of duty
require much justification, because the general
copcensus of opinion i8 that they are fair,
though in some instances it is said we have not
gone far enough. It would be very nice if we
could afford ab present to go a8 far as the
hon. member for Perth suggeata; bul [ 1o
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not think it will be contended that the coun-
try can be run without taxation, or
without some revenue ; therefore the
Government do pot consider that thoy
wonld be justified in taking off more
duties than are contained in the present
Schedule.
two objections urged by the hon. member for
Perth, and more particnlarly those stated by
the hon. member for Nannine. The latter
hon. member says he doubts whether it is
necessary or justifiable at all to reduce
taxation av present ; that the amount
of revenue we propose to remit to the
people would be better employed in the
construction of public works; and that to
spend this money on public works would be o
better policy. I entirely disagree with that
arguament. We must remember, in dealing
with that argument, that at the present time
this colony can borrow money outside,
for public works, at 3% per cent.; so that if
£50,000 per annum is expended on public
works instead of saving that amount to the
taxpayers by the remission of dnties, we should
only be saving the interest on £50,000 ot 3}
per cent. [Me. InuivgworTH: You haveto
pay back the principal,] It must be borne in
mind that when people borrow money in this
country they have to pay at least 7 per cent.
and thus the saving of £50,000 would be worth
7 per cent. to the peopleaffected bythesc duties
whereas if they borrowed Britisch money to
that amount for comstructing public works,
they would have to pay unot 7 per cent on the
amount, but only 3% per cent., thus saving the
other 34 per cent. Tt is far better policy to
bhorrow money at that rate, for necessary
public works, than to get the £50,000 out of
the pockets of the people, when the money is
worth to them twice the amount of interest
which they would otherwise have topay. The
hon. member for Perth is somewhat contra-
dictory, when at one moment he doubts
whether it is wise policy to save £50,000, and
the next moment he brings in a lisl
of additional articles onr which he wants
the duty remitted. 1 think that wns
the hon member’s contention. He said he
would be content with the present taxes, pro-
vided the public works are gone on with ; and
then he went on to say we should sacrifice
£150,000 of revenue. If we nrgue that it is
better to go on with public works, 1 do not
think we can argue, in the next breath, that
it is better tr reduce taxation, and to further
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reduce the revenue. The hon. member for
Fremantle (Mr. Marmion), when speaking on
the Address-in-Reply, said it would Le wisge to
go in for a large amount of public works. 1
say thereis this strong nrgument in faver of
reducing taxation in times of prosperity, that
you have thus always got a forcein ve-
serve, and can put duties on again
when necessary. Times of  depression
are liable to come round to any country,
and if this colony were to be overtaken
with adversity, yoa would, by keeping up the
taxation, have exhausted all your resources in
the way of raising revenue. ‘the hon. member
for East Perth snd the hon. member for Nan-
nine have said the proposed reductions in the
Fariff will be more beneficial to the pastoral
industry than to any other. The hon.member
for East Perth, has attempted to maken point
about the rem ission of duty on wire notting
and fencing wire; but it should have occurred
to any hon. member that these articles are
largely nsed in the improvement of land. Hon.
members geuerally want the public estate to
be improved, and if they wish tosee improve-
ments going on, they should not object to re-
missions of duty which will have that cffect.
The hen. wember for Nannine has made a
strong point about the wage earnerand the
working mun, in reference to a Protective
Toriff; yet by objecting to the remission of
daty on fencing wire and articles of that sort
he does not want to encournge people to
employ labor. T think it is a wise thing fo
reduce the cost on these materinls, which are
used in working the land; and [ should like
also to sec all the tools and all the raw
mauterial nsed in the improvement of land
admitted at as low a duty as possible.
It has been areproach to this country that so
much land is locked up without being used as
it might be; therefore 1 sny we should en.
courage the improvement of land, by reducing
the cost of the matberinls. Hon. members
should kmow the improvement of land is n
large expense, and I regret o say the retwrn
is so small that this fact accounts for the
backwardness of people in undertaking those
improvements which we would all like to sce.
The hon. member for Yilgarn has given us
gome peculiar principles of political econemy.
He wants a land tux, and says, “Let us burst
up all these large estates along the Enstern
railway that are lying idle.” Thr argument is
that all these estatesare locked up against set-
tlement and improvement. But [ can assure
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the hon, member that if he is anxions to go in
for the improvement of one of these large
estates, it is possible for him to purchasea
large amount of land at £1 an acre, and that
land will keep him employed for years in mak-
ing mprovements, and will absorb all thecapital
he can put into it.

Me. Moran: Why do you hold the land? TIf
it doren’t pay, why don't you chuck it up, and
let somebody clse have o try ?

Tue COMMISSIONER OF CROVWN LANDS
(Hon. A. R. Richardson): I can assure the
hon. member that o large amount of this fer-
tile land he refers to can be purchased in con-
giderable blocks at £1 an acre. I say that if
lond in a splendid pomtion, alongside the Gov-
ernment railway, in a fine climate, and with a
good rainfall, is not worth more than £1 to £1
108. an acre in considerable Llocks, this fact is
proof positive that the return to he obtained
by apending woney on improvemaents is not
snficient. I suppose the argument is that, as
nobody is disposed to give £1 an aere, the
proper course is for this House to pnt o tox
on the land, and in that way make people still
legs disposed to buy. I begin to think we have
almost bad enough of the Stock Tax. If hon.
members want to do away with it, [ eay do
away with it by all weans. and also do away
with all other taxes of n Protective nature,
g0 that we may have either Freetrade or
Protection as a definite poliey. T think it
is invidious to deny to ome very important
industry some protection, while at the
same time expecting that the people
engaged in it should pay cheerfully the
duties imposed on the articles they use, and
look pleasant over the operation. In the  dis-
tricts wheve live stock is raised, yon tax the
people’s flour, their oats, their chaff, their
fencing wire, and almost everything they use
or consume. They have no interest in the
production of these things, which are not
local industries in the North; but those
people have to pay these duties, and yet some
hon. members want to deny them any protec-
tion om the stock they rnies, which is their
local industry. I say let ns be Freetrade all
round, or let us protect our industries. Frere
is another point. Some hon. members have
found fault with the Bill for proposing to take
the duty off ten and sugar. They bhave said
this is a doubtful compliment t¢ the working
man, and bhave asked, “Why not take the
duties off other necessaries of life that are
imported, such as meat ond flour?” I say
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aguain that, if by these reductions, we save a
shilling a week to a man using these articles
as necessaries, and c¢an do this without in-
juring our own producing clasaes, that shil-
ling saved ie as good to him as if we enable
him to seave a shilling 2 week
by taking the duty off gome other
necessary article. One ghilling saved will be
the same to him, whetber it is obtnined by
taking the duty off tea and sugar, or off other
things that are necessaries of life. Why is
there this eagor desire to hemefit one class at
the expense of another clnsa? Tf you ecan kill
the two birds with one stone, by assisting your
owan people, while at the same time saving to
them a large amonnt in taxes, that is far better
than giving hels to ome clnse by robbing
another class. An amount of £30,000 saved
to the community on tea and sugaer iz £30,000
saved certainly, nnd that aaving will be ns good
to them in this form as if it were saved tothem
on other articles which certain hon. members
might prefer. There is another very peculiar
argument on this Stock Tax. The hon.
member for Yilgarn declares that fat cattle
can be purchased in Queensland for 30s a
head, and he says that when these cattle
each this colony they ure sold for £24 a head.
Well, if fat stock can be purchased in Queens-
land at that low price, and if a bulleck real-
ises in this colony so high & price as £24, therc
is o business in which money is to be made
and why don’t people try to make it by send-
ing more stock here ? There must be some screw
leosein theargument,becausethe hon. member’s
contention cannot be correct upon the figures
he has given. I thiok that every man who is
in a position to do so would rush into this
business, and we ahould soon be swamped with
Queensland cattle. Asa to the argument of the
hon. member for Nannine, that if the Stock
Tax makes a difference of only o halfpenny in
the pound added to the price of meatb, that
halfpenny brings up the price to a point where
it killg competition from outside, | sny thot isa
strong argument for doing away with the
Stock Tax. But I maintain that is not the
case. QOne-half the number of cattle ennsumed
in this colony during the last six monihs
have come from the other colonies, notwith-
standing the Stock Tax. [Mgr. A. FORREST:
Not more than o third] Well, we are en-
titled to eay, in justice to our own people, that
the cost of bringing cattle from our North-
ern ports to the Southern centrea of popula-
tion is greater than the cost of bringing cattle
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from Adelaide, we are justified in consider-
ing the interesta of the Northern people more
than we shouwld consider the interesta of
graziers in other colonies. 1t will be a Lad
thing if thia country ever doea launch into a
very high Protective Tariff, such as some hon.
members want. It hus been said we have no
really Protective duties—that we have got
only 15 or 20 per cent.; but I certainly hope
wa shall never have excessive duties. It has
been found in Victoria, by experience, that
high duties kill the revenue, and we might ex-
Fect to see the anme result here under a highly
Protective Tariff. AsT said on starting, what
the Government propose in this Bill requires
no justification, The Bill speaks for itself,
and I chinkit isnow clear, fromthis disenssion,
that hon. members agree with the Bill in the
main. There is one other line I would be in-
clined to advoecate, and that is that
those classes of goods which come under
the saving designation of n.0.E. (not other-
wise enumerated) shall be transferred
to the 10 per cemt. class, instead of being
clnesed at 15 per cent, as they are now. The
effect would be that any article which hap-
pened to have been overlooked in the classi-
fication of the Schedules would be put inte the
lower instend of the higher Schedule ; so that
if an wrticle is requnired by a manufaeturer,
and is not nlready classified, instead of its
being somewhai * slated,” 1t would come in
under the 10 per cent. daty. I do not think
the Government would be adverse to such &
proposition as that. When a Government has
the responsibility of rununing the country, anil
is expected to provide money for extensive
publie works, T think it would not be right for
this House to take the whip out of its hand, by
trying toforee the Government to make addi-
tional reductions, and to further decrease the
revanue. I do not think that this Honge, by
taking such a course, would be denling justly
with any Government in that position ; and 1
think the Executive Government of the
country, baving the responsgibility of manag-
ing its finunces, and of finding the weans for
doing all those things which a Government is
expected to do, ought to be in n position to
judge how much revenue can be safely dis-
pensed with, and how much is required.
If Miniaters are prepared to say they can
do with a decrease of .£50,000, it would be
putting them in a false position if the House
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by the hon. member for Perth would be not. far
short of £150,000 u year; and, in proposing
this course, he onght to be prepared to show
the Government how they ure to do every-
thing they are asked to do, and to do ell this
with such a amall amount of revenue.

Mg. PIESSE Generally speaking I am io
accord with the Government; but speaking
from a commercinl point of view, I regret that
it has been found necessary to interfere with
the Tariff Act of the colony, and fear it wi 1 be
some time, before we shall recover from the
effect of this reduction of taxation. I think
it very necessary if reductions are to be made,
that certain items should be incinded in that
reduction, but I hardly think it is necessary to
redunce taxation upon tenand sugar; certainly
not to take it nway altogether, as i3 proposed
in this Bill. I think if ene half the reduction
had been made it would have met with general
approval. With regard to the reduction upon
iron, wire netting, and waterials of that kind,
I think the small amount of ten shillings per
ton can well be spared from the revenue;
these things are neceseary adjuncts to the
development of the Iand, and the reduction
will assist mot only the farmer; but those
engaged in pastoral pursuits also. The redue-
tion upon mineral oil I think a good one, nnd
will assist many industries, as it ns the
community generally. I thiok if the Govern-
ment had agreed to vreduce ten and sugar by
one-hulf the amonnt proposed, it would have
meant & saving to the people of from £12,000
to £15,000 a year. There is one thing [ would
like to dwell upon, and that is the cost of
living. It has been said that the cost of liv-
ing is much higher here than in the Easteim
colonies ; but T would point out thatthe wages
of the working man are much higher here in
proportion, than they are in the Eastern Col-
onies. We have not far to lock for the cost of
high living in cities e.ad towns, becanse hounse
rents and other charges are excessive. It ias
that sort of thing that contributes to the high
cost of living. If you take the case of one
living in the country districts, you'will find that
a laborer can live there on about eight shil-
linga o week, because their rent is merely a
nominal sum, and in fact, in many instances
the labourer ia found in lodgingaby those wheo
employ him, particularly if he bea furm laborer.
T would point out that this item of meat, that
is 80 much talked ahout here, as being nine-

were to say, ** We insist on your tuking off | pence a pound, is from 25 to 30 per cent. hlgher

£100,000.

I think the reductivns suggested | in the towns thun in the conntry at the pre-
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sent time, on account of the cost of slanghter.
g, and the risks that the butchers run. We
have not far to look for the high cost of living,
oecause in the towns where the most complaint
is made, we shall find, if we enquire, that the
people of to-duy are more extravagant than
the people were in days gone by. There is not
sp mwuch cconomy practiced by householdery
as there used to be, Tt is not the cost of living
thuat is the trouble in Porth, but the rants and
other charges that have to Le wet. 1 nention
this hecanse, there are inany who strike at the
farinivg portion of the comnunity and say that
the price of flour and other things produced
by the farmer is the eause of the high cost of
living. If weturn to the veport of vhe Col-
loctor of Tustoms, 1aid before us to-night, we
shall find there were imperted into thia colony,
lust yenr, seven thousanl tons of flour;and
that there were imported also 26,000 bushels
of wheat, To produce that quantity of four
there would need to be produced 376,000 hushels
of wheat; which at 12 bushels to the acre
would need the cultivation of 31,000 acres of
agricultural laad; or with an average of 10
bushels to the ucre, it would require 37,000
acves of land; now, this is not a very large
aren to agk to have brought under eultivation.
We have in the colony about 70,000 acres
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vuder enltivation at the present time. I know
- need to import more than 1,000 tons, even with

the development of the soil is going on apace,
for this year there will be brought under culti-
vation something like 25,000 acres of new land.
In two yenrs' time we shall probubly have
30,000 ncres of new lund under cultivation,
and what will be the result? Allowing for the
advance and increase of popul.tion, we ghall
then have canght up with the demand, and be
nble to supply the people with bread. We
have just pnssed through aseries of years that
are the worgt on record ; n series of yeurs un-
precedented from an agricultural point of
view. 1 know many farmers in my own dis-
trict, and in the Lastern parts of the colony
who last year did not reap as wuch as they
had sown, and the consequence was there is
a very short aupply of chaff and other farm
products. With such a season, however, as
we are now experiencing, nnd hope to have,
and with the vast area that is now heing
cultivated, the result will be that we shall
prolably in a sbort time come up to the
demand. If you continue to assist the farmers
by retaining the 30s. per ton duty on flour, the
sixpence per bushel on wheat, the duties as
they mow exist, in a very short time the
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people of thie colony will have no cause to
complain. With regard to chaff, we imported
Inst year 7,700 tons. Taking the production
of our land at a very low rate, say n
ton to the aere, we only require an
extra 7,700 acres of land to produce
all the chaff needed for our own requirements.
When we take into consideration the fact that
last ycer we had 4 very bad season, a scason
that yielded only about five handredweight to
the acre in some parts, and consider the pro-
spects of the present season, [ think we shali
not nced next year to import a thousand tona
of chaff. There is o sufficient supply now in
hand for the next three months, but the dis-
advantage of the farmer liea in this: that the
unfortunate jnen wholive in the district where
I live, are 8o far away from the market

that it costs 238, a ton extea for
carringe, and thia handicaps them in
comparison to those in the eastern dis-

tricts who can so easily despatch their chaff
to market. With regard to bran and pollard,
we imported last year 3,400 tons. Allowing
that we produce 370,000 bushels of wheat,
and allowing twenty pounds per hushel,
which is the usual percentage of bran
and pollard taken from the wheat in
extracting the flour; we have 2,300 tons of
bran and poilard, consequently we have no

such seasons as we have had in the past. The
result must prove that, even if we have this
vnat area brought under cultivation, the resualt
will be that weshallin a little while henr very
little of this cry of no protection. It is heart-
rending to find our own people have so little
confidence in Western Austrnlis. I can
assute hon. members that this colony is guite
capuble of producing all the requirements
needed from the soil, and in a short time we
ghall come up with the demand. I have made
a calculntion with regurd to the duty on flonr,
The duty is certainly a protection, but it does
not amount to very much. The duty of 30s.
per ton means three-sixteenths of a penny per
pound ; and if this were knocked out
who gets it ? Does the consumer get
it? No, it goes inte the pocket of the
middleman. If the consumer is a wage
earner, and is anxious to see the colony pros-
per, he muust for some time to come put up
with this extra btrifling cost, and help the
farming community for & while, nnd so help
forward the development of the soil. This
must goon hand in hand with tha develop-
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ment of our goldfields, for what on earth is
the good of the development of our goldfields,
unless we at the snue time develop the agri-
cultural areus. Speaking of the Tarif on
cereals, we have only Lo refer by way of com-
parison to the Eastorn colonies. They take no
product from us free of duty; it is trne they
do not need any ; but as a matter of fact in
South Australin they have a duty of 40s. n
ton on flour, in Victoria it is £5, in New South
Wales it is 30s,, and also in Queensland 30s,,
and so they nre not likely to receive our pro-
ducts. Icannot agree with the hon.memberfor
Perth that it is no credit to us to tax these
products, after being carried a thomsand wiles.
I would tax them if they came ten thousand
miles. Unless the people of thia colony
will bear with us and help us, what good is it
that people will go out into the far country to
attempt to turn the desert inte a smiling
cornfield ? I intend to favor the continu-
ation of the Stoek Tax, and I do not think it
is good taste of the Northern members
to say, because the Stock Tax is en-
dangered we will not continue the tax on
the cereals of this colony. I do not
believe the removal of the Stock Tax
wounld reduce the price of mest ome
farthing a pound, if it were taken off
to-morrow. I think those hon. members who
want to interfere with the duty upon cereals
should consider the interests of the whole
colony, and not look at the matter from a
selfish point of view. I would Jike to eay
with regard to the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for Yilgarn, as to land lying waste along
the Eastern railway, that I do not agree
with him, T wounld tell that hon. member that
that land is available for him, or anyone else,
and not only that land, but there are thou-
sands of acres of land available for nothing.

Mg. Moran : Where is it?

Me. PIESSE : In every part of the colony.
There are hundreds of thousands of ncres that
can be obtained as a mere gift, and if those do
not suit there are ns many more that can hbe
taken np at the low rate of sixpence an acre.
The hon. member represents a goldfields
district, and I, an agricultural one; but I
think we should all unite together to make
everything satisfactory as far as possible to
everyona within the colony. I heard aleo a
request to remove the tax upon leather, nud it
was said we could not produce it in the colony.
I would like to take those who kmow this
colony back for 20 years, and they will re-
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member that we sent away leather for exhibi-
tion in England, ond that we obtained prizes
too. We have a large tradein this product
to-day, but it is one of those thinge in
which the colonists despise their own in-
dustries. Some one said duty should be taken
off agrienltural machinery, but there is only &
five per cent. duty on it mow. If a plough
costa £6, or even £10, the charge would only
be 10s. extra to the farmer, and I am eare the
farmers would prefer that the Tariff Bill should
remain as it is, and they wonld then willingly
pay the duty uporn this agricultural ma-
chinery. Wo have o large manufactory now
in the colony, and it has completely revolu-
tionized farming by the manufacture of the
stump-jumping plongh. It has enabled
farmers to bring land under cultivation
which never would have been brought under
without it. The honorable member for
Perth said he would like to see some considera-
tion shown to the farmer in the reduction of
roilway charges. Thiswould be great assis-
tance ; but we want everything done that will
tend to cheapen the products of the soil, and
enable thefarmers to send them into the
market, and thus stop the universal cry about
the cost of living. Before concluding I would
like to say, that perhapsupon enguiry,and upon
compnrison with the tariff Actsa of the otker
colonies, it may he found necessary to modify
the dutius with regard to raw materials that
cannot be produced in the colony. That would
no doubt be o great help to the manufacturers.
I think the duty on mining machinery how-
ever, should remain aait is. I hope the Stock
Tax will be continued for some time longer at
least, Speaking from n Protectionist point of
view, T think we shonld do all we can to pro-
tect the industries of the colony; and I ask
hon. members to bear this in mind. There
ia no doubt a good deal to justify the
outery of denr living in the city and large
towas, but it cannot be attributed solely to the
cost of the necessaries of life. I hope when
the guestion comes up again for discussion
that those who have the interests of the colony
at heart will be found maintaining the tax on
ceroals in its present form, forif you insist
upon any reduction, it will be the death blow
to the agricultural interests of this colony.
Mz LEAEKE: No one 1 am sure cac discuss
this question of Freetrade and Protection with-
out supplying argnments to those who are op-
posed to him. I am conscious that I myeelf, in
my observations, ehall probably supply argu-
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ments to those who do not agree with me,
snd, even though I run the risk of incurring
the censure of the hon. member for West
Kimberley, by dealing with a question that T
know nothing about, I shall, notwithstanding,
venture upon the discussion of this subject;
and if { do err, I have no doubt, I shall
err in good company,—in that of the
hon. gentleman himself, that profound political
economiat—the c¢lever mam, not the funny
man of the Ministry, the hon, the Commissioner
of Crown Lands, for even he, when comes to
discuss this question, gets involved in incon-
sistencies. It is indeed difficult for anyhody
to steer a middle course between these two
difficult and complicated subjects; either he is
bound to be druwn irresistibly cver to the Sylta
of Freetrade ontheone hand,or to the Charbydis
of Protection on the other, Let me, while re-
ferring to the hon. the Commissioner of Crown
Lands, refer to one of his remarks. He wounld
not like the hon. members in this House to
take tha whip out of the hands of the Govern-
ment when dealing with the Tariff proposals.
T do not quote his exact words, but I quote
the meaning. That surely could not have
been the result of mature thought or delibera-
tion. No Minister can say the Ministry must
have a free hand, and they must pass their
Tariff proposals throngh the House without
criticism, opposition, or alteration. If
that were so I wounld like to know where
the Ministry wonld be to-day? Are they going
to stand by their proposals of this evening ?
Doer any one expect they will pass their pre-
sent proposals without any alteration ? With-
out professing any profound knowledge of this
very diffieult question, I admit my tendencies
nre towards Freetrade, and particularly am I
led in that direction by consideration of the
fact that Protection, eo far as I can underastand
it, increases materially the cost of living. I
do not think any one can deny that that is so
in this colony, The cost of living is enormons ;
and anything that will tend to reduce the cost
of living must surely ba an advantage to the
country. How can we expect toreduce the cost
of living when we have high apecific duties,
and exorbitant ad velorem duties, existing as
high as 20 per cent? HereI think the Govern.
ment have made a mistake, and have lid
themselves open to the suggestion thatthey are
only tinkering with the Tariff proposals in the
measure now before the Houze. Hed they
been guided by proper principles, or by
a proper system, I think we should have
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found them dealing with soipething more that
the free list. That is all that the Bill before
the House deals with. It does not deal with
the ad valorem duties, and particularly the 15
per cent. and those up to 20 per cent. 1f we
are actuated by principles of Freetrade we
shall reduce these ad valorem duties very con-
siderably ; and irstead of extending the free
list in the way it is proposed to do thiz even-
ing, we shall place some of these items on the
5 per cent. list. ‘'I'ake, for instance, the par-
ticular iterms in the Schedule. Oil has pro-
duced £4,724; rice, £1,591; sugar, £13,306;
ten, £12,367. Those are the hon. the Premier's
fizures, and yet these items are all placed
upon the free list. Now, while inclined to
Freetrade, T would say do not reduce these
duties altogether. Do not put these items on
the free list, because after ali it does not
nmaterially damage the consumer. If we re-
quire the Tariff for revenue purposes, let us
put these items on the 5 per cent, Schedule,
and we shall then derive sowe revenue without
matevially taxing the consnmer. The same
argmments apply to many other items which
it is not necessary now to enumerate. Any-
one who has listened attentively to this de-
bate must hnve geen the difficulties in which
the hon. members have found themaelves. No
one will deny that thiz question of Protection
is anything but a systewn of perfect paradoxy.
Leather has been mentioned. Well, I will
give an illustration of the paradoxical posi-
tion which any hon. member may find him-
gelf in upon that particular commodity. We
find the tanner wants leather protected, bnt
his next door neighbor is a bootmaker, and
wants Jenther free, and boots protected, and
his nextdoor neighbor, who may be a team-
ster, and the futher of a large family, wants
both leather and boots upon the free list.
That is only one instance out of many. You
can go through this list, and find atrings and
atrings of such instances, and thereforc we
come back to what seems to me one
of the fairest and soundest arguments
for making your Tariff » revenune Tariff;
let us reduce it to the lowest pos-
sible ebb consistent with revenue purposes.
We cannot, of course, nbolish the duties alto-
gether ; but when we are carrying out such a
public works policy ns we have been indulging
in for the last few years, I am entirely at one
with those who argue we cannot carry it on
witho>ut Protection. Buot, when we have
an overflowing treasury chest, and &
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promige of an incressing revenue, I think
there is no better time to discuss the relative
merits of Freetrnde and Protection than the
preaent. If we do not try to reduce taxation
now, when will we be able to do sof I do
urge hon. members to give the system a fair
trinl now. The Hon. the Commiseioner of
Crown Lands has used the argument, which ia
a vary sonnd one, rednce now while you cam,
becanse you possibly have ahead of youa rainy
day, a period of depression in the future; and
whon that time is upon you how can you in-
crease your revenue, if you have prior to that
time forced your Taviff up to the highest pos-
sibla level ? Therefore T say, reduce taxation
now, while you have the opportunity, and if
necessity should arise for an increase in the
Tariff, in the conrse of a few mouths, or a few
¥ears, you will have a margin to work upon.

Tae PrEmiek: We should not have the
money to do it with then. We should be
hard up.

Me. LEAKE : If we were hard up we shonld
have a margin left for taxation, It is a pity
you did not trip up your own colleague, for if
I am wrong I am only following up his argu-
ment. I do not always support him, but I do
in this inatance,and in this respect, in the pro-
tection of native industries. Nome hon. mem-
bers said, look at prosperous Victoria; but I
say look at more progperous New South Wales.
Victorig has protected itself heyond all reason-
able limite, as I am informed by those who
affect to nnderstand the question, and yet she
isnotin so prosperons a condition as New
South Wales,

Me. IniNngworTH : The Tariff has nothing
to do with it.

Mgp. LEAEKE: That may or imnay not be
trua; but there ia the fact. Victoria is a Pro-
tective country, and is in a more or less
depressed condition; whereas New South
Wales, & Frertrade country, is flourishing and
prospercus. With regard to protecting native
industries, it isno usa saying we must make
Ansiralin 8 manufacturing country, it cannot
be done. So far a8 my reading and observa-
tions go, Australin stands but very little
show of ever becoming a prosperous
manufacturing country. Is it not &
foct, that with regard to our staple pro-
duct, wool, manufactories, have been a com-
plete failure ? Why it is T do not know ; but
8o it is, and if we cannot succeed with our
staple industry, how can we ever expeet to
make this country a manufacturing conntry ?
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T can give an instance in point, Whilst we
have clay at our own back doors we find we
have to import bricks,

Me. ILLINGWORTH : Where is the clay ?

Mg. LEAKE : All over the colony.

Tug A rToRNEY-GENERAL: And they pay
twenty per cent. duty.

Mr. LEAKE : And yet they want more
Protection. The farmers are protected,
and here is another inatance of results,
or the lack of »resulta. It was, I
think, the hon. member for East Perth, a
gentleman for whom I ha re the profoundest re-
spect, who said that the farmers ave protected
movre than anybody else, whilst on the other
band, the hon. member for Williams says
the farmera cannnt live.

Mg. Piessp: T did not say that,

Mg, LEAKE: Well if you did not, some-
body clse did; if you did not say it, you
thought it. The hon. member for the Murray
said he could not make mining machinery
now, but when he could he should ezpect to
have a duty put upon it. I do not kmow
whether the hon. wmember for Weat Kimberley
will endorse that, as a sound principle of politi.
cal economy ; because it ia hardly right, as
it seoms to ma, to put a tax npon the general
public to advenco the interests of one par.
ticulsr individual. So far as the Stock Tax
is concerned, T regret that I am opposed to the
member for West Kimberley, for T shall cer-
tainly vote for its repeal. I confess I gat most
terribly confused when I hear some peoplewho
affect Freetrade prineiples,saying they will keep
on the Stock Tax, and put something else on
the free list. It isferribly confusing if you
try to follow out the reasoning of some hon,
memhers. Sofar as I can understand it,
instead of attacking this question om general
principles, their intelligencs is more generally
confined to tha narrow groove of personal
interesta.

Me. Connok: In not the hon. member im-
puting motives ?

Mr. LEAKE: The hon. member for Esat
Kimberley is one of the very last persons I
should hove thonght of referring to. I had
pno intention of imputing any motive to him,
If we go in for Protectien there is alwaysa
difienlty in the woy of those who advocate
the interests of the working mnan, becanse
when you are protecting ore working man,
you are taxing another. I do not Enow that
I desire to refer to any other question jumst
now, but I do urge the House to consider the
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desirability of reducing the cost of living in
this colony ; and how can we do that by simply
extending the free list in the mnnner suggested
by this Bill ? I do not oppose the second reading
of thia Bill because I am with it in prineiple.

Tax PREMIEE : It is not paseed yot.

Me. LEAKE : I am with it in principle, but
it doeanot go far enough. We might increase
the five per ceot. Schedule, and reduce the
general ad valorem duties, wiping ount alto-
gether the 16 and 20 per cent. duties. We
might then strike a happy medium, which
would have the effect, not only of reducing the
cost of living, but would relain and maintain
for the futire a Tariff that would produce
sufficient rovenue to meet the pressing de-
mande of this colony. But nbove all things, if
wo are to try this question, if we are to apply
the principles of Freetrade, I do urge upon hon,
members that this ja the best opportunity that
haa ever ocourred, and unless we take advan-
tage of the present movement, the oppoertunity
may not occur again.

Mz, HOOLEY : A subject of this kind ia of
80 comprohensive & nature that it s not sur-
prising to find hon. members holding various
opinions. Each hon. member approaches the
subject from his own particular atandpoint,
g0 that it is not aurprising that they should
enter upon the discussion of a subject they do
not understand. The hon. mewmber for East
Porth calls himself a Protectionist, He wounld
protect thoss particular interests that he, or
hiz constituents, are interested in, but he
would deny Protection to il outside.

Mz, JAMES : Inever sanid so,

Mz. HOOLEY : He advocated the abolition
of the Stock Tax, but if the hon. member for
Enst Perth were engaged in pastoral pursuits,
he would not hold his present ideas. I can
assure hon. mewbers that, so far as that tax is
concerned, there is very little protection for
the squatters in it. In the North I know, and
in some places in the South also, the squat-
ting interestis at a very low ebb.  Many of
the squatters are not in a position to erect
fences, The hon. member for Yilgarn ia
etrong in his opposition to the Stock Tax, and
instances a case in Queensland, where cattle
were sold at 30s. a head. Now it
is not very long ago that I had some
correspondence on the question of stock rais.
ing in Queensland, and I found they counld
not be brought there at less than £3 10s. a
head ; and, considering the cost of freight,
fodder, insurnnce, and other charges, it was
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found they could not be profitably imporied
here. If the cattle conld have been hought at
the price mentioned by the hon. member, there
would have been sufficient margin to have
enabled people to have gone in for it. This
shows the folly of the argument that the high
price of meat is caused by the Stock Tax. I
con assure hon. members it is nothing of the
kind. No matter what the Stock Tax may be,
butchers who buy at Fremantle or other
places would not take into consideration the
cosl of raising cattle or sheep, or the cost of
landing them at the port; they would simply
givo the price they thought them worth, apart
from all other comsiderations. I think the
high price of ment is caused by the fact that
both in Perth and Fremantle every butcher
has his own slaughtering establishment
to maintain, and his own staff of men,and these
itewns rom up into enormous figures. Icontend
the butchera are not making very large prefits,
notwithatanding the high price of meat. I
wounld like to impress upon the Government
the desirability of establishing public abbat-
toirs, where there could be o proper system of
slaughtering, ns soon as the cattle werelanded
from the steamers, or brought in overland.
Hon. mewbers would find that that would
bring down the price of meat far more than
the removal of the Stock Tax. The hon.
member for Nannine ealls himself a friend of
the squatter, and T maintain bhis argument
for tinned meats, in their favor is a véry good
one. I am not advosating the protection of
one gection of the commnunity against another,
but I do say the people who work in the back
country, and are forced to use large quantities
of tinned meats, will be very glad to see tinned
ments placed on the free list. I am quite satia-
fled the revepue will not lose by it, and it will
nof, press heavily upon anyone.

Mg, MOSS: Sir, my remarks will not detain
the House at any great length, because the
question of thia Bill bas been discussed in all
its napects Ly & large number of hon. mem.
bers. I congratulate the Government upon
their efforts to relieve the burdeu of taxation
from A large proportion of the people of the
colony. The articles contained in the Sehedule
of this Bill are things that are used, and con-
sumed, by a very large proportion of the peaple
of this colony. The Hon. the Premier, in in.
troducing the Bill, stated the object he had in
view wasg, a3 far as possible, to take the duty
off the raw material. Thatseems to have been
the moving principle in the mind of the per-



Customs Duties Bill.

gson who drafted the Bill. 1 find rmw coffee
and other raw materials have been exempted
from the payment of these duties. I think,
thorefore, this an opportune time to draw
the attention of the Government to the fact,
that what was almnost a promise was given to
the proprietors of the tobacco factory at
Fremantle some time ago, and I think
the proprietors of that factery have
been hardly treated from its inception. I
think the Premier will agree with me that at
the time that factory was started, a promise
had almost been made that practically no daty
shonld be levied upon the raw material ; and
¥et, no sooner was that factory started, than
the duty on leaf was increased to two shillings
a pound. It may not be out of place to men-
tion to hon. members that the 'duty upon the
leaf or ruw materinl is greater in this colony
than in the adjacent colonies. The Hon. the
Premier stated before this House that the
duty had simply been put on for revenue pur-
poses, and that ag scon us the condition of the
colony justified it, the Government would
make reductions,. We have a large surplus ot
the present time, nnd we find the Government
propose a reduction om some arficles—sugar,
for instance—of £13,000. The opportunity
now presents itself, as it seems to me, for the
Government to again use the nrgument, that
this amount wust_be kept for revenuns pur-
poses. In reference to this matter I wonld like
to draw the attention of the Government to
this fact. Woe find from the report of the
Collector of Customs that there was imported
into the colony in 1893, manufactured tobacco
to the extent of 10,955 pounds, and last year
18,000 pounds. We find in 1893, the value of
the imported leaf,—not manufactured tobaceo
—was £2,200, and last year, 1894, it was
£2,900, so that we see the manufactured nr-
ticle has very nearly doubled ; while the raw
material has only increased by about one-
guarter. There is surely something radically
wrong, for we should have thought, with the
progress the colony is making, the unmonu-
factured article imported into the colony would
have increased, but we find it is not the case,
and therefore I snggest to the Government
that this is a very opportune time for making
a reduction. When this Bill gets into com-
mittee, if the Government will take 6d. a
pound off the unmanufactured article, it will
only mean a loszs to the colony of £700 in
round numbers. Iam in a position to say that
this industry is languishing ; and that persons
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who have sunk their money in it are receiving
1o return, though other interests are wmaking
returns to their shareholders. I hope the
Government will deal equitably, and keep the
promise that was almost made some time ago
to make thereduction I sugygest. We find the
Governwent propose to make a large remiassion
of duty levied on sugar,and no doubt but the
consumer will derive a lnrge amount of benefit.
My opinion is that the profit will not go into
the pocket of the consumer, but will henefit the
storekeeper. 'With regard to the question I
am now bringing before the attention of hon
members, I need hardly point out that if the
sixpence per pound be taken off the raw mate-
rial, we shall find a large number of hands em-
ployed in that factory. Iam given to under-
stand they will be nearly doubled; so that the
luss to the colony, will ke made up by the extra
taxation that those people will contribute,
Now I theroughly agree with the expressions
of opinion that have fallen from the hon.
member for Perth and the hon. member for
Enst Perth with regard to the Stock Tax. [
think it is a tax that is entirely unnecessary,
and that should be immediately swept uway.
I thoroughly agree with the hon. member for
Enast Perth when he says that, if the squatters
at the North desire protection, that is not the
way to protectk them. If they want Protec-
tion, and the Government is anxious to
protect them, let the Government subsidise a
line of steamers for the purpose of giving
these people more facilities for bringing their
stock to market. But [ am sure [ cannot see
how it can be argued by its strongest advocata
thatit isnot atax thatdoesnot tend to incrense
the price of meat. Even taking theargument
of the hon. member for the Murchison, who is
o great authority on matters of this
kind, representing az he does a part
of the colony having very large deal-
ings in this way, there i3 mo ground for
that assumption, for what does he tells ua:
He says that in Brisbane he finds that eattle
can be put on board ship at £3 10s. 6d. per
head. Well, even if 1t be so, surely a duty
of 3Ja. per head (or nearly &0 per cent.)
must be a consideration, and must make
all the difference to the consumer here. It
seems &0 me, as the hun. member for Albany
has stated, that, on occasions of this kind,
hon. membera are apt to submit facts which,
when investigated, will tell against them-
seives, and this is clearly an instance of it.
S0 mwuch for the Btock Tax. The Premier, in
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introducing this Bill, said that a month or
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two's notice would be sufficient notice hefore .

the Act wus brought into operation. Had it
not been for that aspect of the question, I do

not know that I would have added to the '

length of this debate. I hope the Govern-
went will recognies this—aud, on this point, I
speak with some authority, because I have
been approached on the subject by some of the

largest importers in Fremantle—I hope the |

Govarnuient will recognise this: that there
are large stoclis being held by merchants and
storekeepers as regards several of these lines
upon which the Government propose to repeal
the present duty, and that it would be mani-
festly unfair to bring thia Act into operation
at once, Therefors I hope the Governwent
will make proper enquiries from storekeepers
and others concerned, se that no undue hard-
ship be inflicted upon them, The Chamber of
Commerce at Fremantle have, I believe, sug-
gested that six months’ notice should be given
before the Bill cowes into operation. If this
peried is deemed to be too long, of course it
can be easily modified, but I do hope the
Government will not bring the Act into force
on one month’s notice, as has been suggested.
If that is done, all I can say is that it will be
& great hardship upon large holders of some
of the articles which the Bill deals with., I
shall support the second reading of the Bill,
but, when it gets inte committee, I intend to
propose one or two extra articles which, in my
opinion, should come within the scope of the
Bill. I want particularly, as I have already
indicated, to deal with the guestion of a re-
duction in the amount of duty now charged on
the raw waterial in the case of unmanufac.
tured tobacco. On this particular point 1
hope the Government will give it their careful
consideration, and, having done so, will come
to the conclusion that the present is a very
opportune time to carry out the pledge they
gave to those persoms who have largely in-
vested in this particular industry.

Mer. WOOD : Mr. Speaker—At this lnte hour,
and at this stage of the Bill, it is not my
intention to say very much with reference to
the Bill now before the House. I prefer to
leave what I have to say on the subject until
we go into committee on the Bill. I will,
however,add my congratulations to those of
other members in saying 1 am very glad the
Government have introduced a Bill which will
cheapen the cost of living ie this coleny. I
think, however, that hon. members who have
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spoken are rather losing their beads in deal.
ing with this subject, and in the proposais
which they huve submitted. (Digsent.) I
think they are, indeed. Tt is Freoetrade going
mad, I consider. They seew to have no con-
sideration whatever for the public Treasury.
They don’t care if they leave the Government
without any money to carry on ihe adminis-
teation of the country., So far as I um parson.
ally concerned, I hope I am able to take an
imgartial view of this question. Iam neither
an out-and-out Protectionist nor an out.and-
out Freetrader, and I hope I may be con-
sidered & modernte man, I would like to sec
the products of the country fairly protected
until, st any rate, the local supply comes
nearly up to the demard. After all, it is to
the natural products of the soil that we must
look to for selid and permanent prosperity.
[n the course of thiz debate it seems to me
that n lot of selfishpess had been introduced.
Every meuiber who has spoken seems to huve
some particular wish to protect some par-
ticular thing. I daressy [ may he acensed of
the sume weakneas myself. But my desire is
to look at this question from u national
standpoint rather than from the point
of view of any particular industry;
and, being the representutive of a
city constituency, I think [ cun fairly
ctaim that [ am in u position to do that. I
have no particular interest to guard, and I
hope that when we go into committee on the
Bill, we sball be able to arrive at such an ad-
justment of the Tariff as may be regarded as
fuir and equitable. We must remember that
in dealing with this quostion we are West
Australians dealing with West Auastralian
interests, and that our first consideration
should be the interests of the whole colony,
rather than of the particular interests of any
individual sections of the community, or the
interesta of other colonies. It seems to me
we have to guard ourselves against yiving too
much heed to the demands of people who do
not beleng to the colony, but who simply come
hore to take temporary advantage of the
prosperity of the colony. A lot of thess people
who come here do not cure two straws for West
Awustralia, 80 long as they can get the produce
of other colonies hers free. ‘lhis class of
traders come here, and their anxiety is to make
the best possible use they can of their present
opportunities, when thecolony is in the full tide
of prosperity. When they have served their
own purposes, when they find that the colony
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n¢ longer nffords them these opportunities for
making themost they can out of its proaperity,
these people will simply take off their hats «od
go. 'They won't stay here to bear the burden
of the depression that may follow this era of
prosperity. Therefore I say our first con-
sideration should be to look after the interests
of our own colonists, those who are always
with us, We must also remember the financinl
obligations of the country, and also our duty
to protect and build up industries which will in
time make e independent of the outside world,
and which will bring about a state of affairs that
will justify us in entering upon that great
consummation which is so dear to the heart
of the hon, member for Nannine—Aunstralian
Federation. Wher we have the local indus-
trios of the colony so built up as to be self-
supporting, we mny, perhaps, in the not far
distant future, Le rendy to join with our
neighbors in that great movement,—that grand
idea which seems to dominate the minds of
some hon. members, 8o far as the Stock Tax
is concerned, [ can only say that, when the
proper time comes, I hope I shall be found on
the right side of the House when the question
of the removal of that tax is the issue before us.

An Hon. Memeek : Which side iz that ?

Mz. WOOD : Never mind which side it is.
You will find me on the proper side when the
division comes.

AxHon. Memurer : Tell us which side.

Mep. WOOD : On the right side.

Me. RaNpeoL: On the right side of the
Speaker, I hope.

Me. WOOD : T know my conatituents will
be guite satisfied with the side I shall take
with regard to that paxticular tax. T will gay
this : so far as this tax affects the price of
meat I think it affects it very little indeed. It
is only a week or ten days ago thatI had ccca-
gion to travel by frain to the Vasse, and by
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the same train we took a truck load of sheap

—they may have been imported sheep, forall T
know-—and those sheep were retailed in Bussel-
ton at 6d. per 1b. After being conveyed 130
miles by rail they were actually retailed at 6d.
per 1b. If that can be done at the Vasse,
surely it ought to be donent Perth, ‘The fact
of the matter is we are over-butchered in this
place. If you want to get at the real secret of
the high price of meat you must tackle the
butchers.  There is one other point I wish {o
referto.  Ag to the time of hringing this Bill
into operation I hope the Government will not
hurry the matter unduly. In fact, the Pre-
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mier has assured us to-night that he is entirely
inthe hands of the House in this matter. Sofaras
Ican makeout, from the inquiries [ havemadein
Perth, the two great items that are likely to
affect storekeepers most, by the proposed
repeal of duties, are tea and kerosene. We
know that kerosene is an article that is not
left much in bond, like wost other gooda. It
is usnelly cleared straight from the ship. At
any rate, so far aa business people in Perth
are concerned, I should say that there is about
gix weeks’ supply of fea and kerosene in the
hoands of retailers—not very much more, I-
cannot sit down, Sir, without referring to what
haa fallen from the hon. member for KEast
Perth (Mr. James). The lofty way that hon.
member patronises some of us humble in-
dividuals, is really quite refreshing. He seems
to tuke a parsicular interest in wyself, as the
representative of another part of the City. I
am gure [ am much obliged to him, He said
bo hoped my constituents would be satisfied
with my action in regurd to this Bill. I can
only assure him that T am quite sure my con-
stituents will be satisfied with all my actions
in this Housa. ‘I'he hon. member need not
concern himself about that.

The ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Hon, 8.
Burt) : I rise simply tosay a word ox two with
regard to the effects that some of the pro-
posals put forward by members in the coursa
of this debate may have upon the revenue of
the country, next year, if those proposals are
accepted. ‘'Fhe hon. member for Perth (Mr.
Randell) enumerated a long list of articles
which he proposes tv include in the Bill.
I do not know whether the hon. memher has
gone through the Customs returns, and seen
how the revenue would be affected by the
inclusion of these articles in the Schedule of
the Bill. I am afraid he has not.

MEe. RANDELL : Only for 1893,

Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. 8.
Burt:) If the hon. member had referred to
the Customs returne for this year, he would
have found that if his proposals bad been in
operation this year, the repeal of all these
duties would have affected the revenue to the
extent of £56,000 or £57,000. My friend the
Premier tells me it would be about £60,000,

Mg. BanpELL: According to the Customs
returos for 1893 the difference would ba ahout
£20,000,

Tue ATTORNLY-GENERAL (Hon. S. Burt)
This year I believe it would be about £50,000.
Next year, with the usual increase of popula-
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tion and the consequently larger importations,
the difference would probably amount o
£70,000 or £72,000. Therefore it should be
borne in mind what effect the hon. member’s
proposals will have upon the revenue if they
are adopted. Then, again, it must not be
forgotten that, last year, owing to the large
Eailure there was in the crops throughout the
colony, very little local chaff, and very little
wheat and flour, and very little oats were
produced in the colony, and that, consequently,
there were very large and unueual importa-
fions of these articles during the year ended
the 30th June last; though I am glad to aay
that the crops thie year are likely to be very
good indeed—larger, possibly, than hns taken
place for many yeurs past. But last year,
according to the Customs returns before us,
the duties in respect of imported chaff, oats,
and flonr amounted to £29,581; and, if we
produce that guantity locally this year, or the
duties are repealed, we shall lose about
£30,000 from these sources alone, if the hon.
member’s proposals are accepted.

Me. RanpELL: You must set againat that
the larger purchasing power of the community.

Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. 5.
Burt) : No doubt with an increasing popula-
tion the consmmption will be larger. I simply
wish to point cut these things, so that they
may be in the minds of me¢mbers when they
come to consider what vote they will give
when these propesals come before ws, having
in view the effect they will have upon the
revenus. There i another aspect of
the question. The hon. member for
Katanning—I beg his pardon; the hon.
member for the Willinins-—said he hoped the
farmers of the colony would soon be able to
supply such articles as chaff, oata, wheat, and
flour in sufficient quantities to supply the
local demand, and that in the meantime we
must try and bear with the taxation which is
imposed for the protection of his friends, the
farmers. I do not quarrel with the hon.
member for putbing forward that ides; it is
all very well from his own standpoint. Butif
the same idea is carried outin other direc-
tions, where ig the line to be drawn? Another
hon. member may ork us to do the same
thing with regard to other people,—that is,
to hear with them in the taxation they ask in
the way of protecting themselves. T simply
wish to note the fact that the butchers, the
bakers, the tailors, the shoemakers, and the
brickmakers—the latter to the extent of 20
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per cent.—also ask us to bear with them in
the same way as the hon. member for the
Williama asks us {0 bear with his friends the
farmers. Every trader in the community
asks ue to bear with him in this respect, and
therefore I feel somewhat inclined to turn
round upou the hon. wember. It must not be
forgrotten that the less money there is left in
your pockets, the less money you will have to
spend. For instance, I hope to be able to
keep a horse before long, and I hope I may
buy wy oats and my chaff from the hon. mem-
ber for the Wllliams ; but, so long as I have {o
bear with these other pgentlemen around
me, who  uleo ask us to protect
them, in this way, T am afraid
I shall not have enough money to kecp wy
horse, If members will look at these matters
from that standpoint, I think they will be in-
clined to admit thut there is something to be
said on both sides of the question.

Mzr. CLARKSON: I think it is to bere-
gretted that the Government have thought it
proper to bring in this Bill at all. 1 really do
not koow why they did so. Ae far as I know,
there has been no outery in the country for a
reduciion of taxation, Itis said this Bill is
intended to benefit the working classes, I
am myself an employer of labor, and all
I can say is my wen get higher wages now,
and get their provigions—their necessaries
of life, us they are called—at lower rates
than they huve done for the last 25 years; and
I hear uo ecomplaint from this class. Then,
again, we are spending borrowed money in all
directions—some people say we are spending
it too freely, and I often hear the question
asked, « How are we going to pay the interest
and provide the sinking fund for all this
money 7'’ Instead of decreasing tazation, 1
think the general opinion is that it ought to
be increased, in order to meet all these obliga-
tions, and that it will very shortly have to be
increased, in some way or the other. Althoegh
our revenue is rising rapidly I think it is
known to us all that our expenditure is also
increasing rapidly. T think it is rather bad
policy on the part of the Government, just at
this present time, to talk about reducing
taxation, when there is really no outery tor it.
No doubt shis question of the Tarifi is a very
vexed one, but if we once commence to tinker
with it, where shall we end? There are
hardly two mambers in the House who are of
the game opinion on the subject. One wants
the duty taken off one article, another wants
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it taken off something else. The hon. member
for Yilgarn wants to get rid of the Stock Tax
and to impose a tax upon land.

Mg, Moran : Unimproved land. X

Mr. CLARKSON : The hon. member may
be & very high authority upon gold wines—I
believe he is; but, when he talks about s land
tax he is simply talking about what he doss
not understand. He is going beyond bis
depth, The hon, member tells us he is in-
clined to go in for a land fax, because those
who own land pursve what he calls a dog-in-
the-manger policy with regard to theiv land.
Why, Sir, we have hundreds and thousands of
ecres of land which we are netually giving
away. The great difficulty, I believe, with the
Government is to induce people to go on the
land at all. Yer the hon. member for Yilgarn
tells us we ought to have a land tax. We are
asked, with one hand, fo give the land away,
and, with the other hand, to tax it. Is not
that absurd? I say we should make things
as eagy as possible, in every direction, for
those who are willing to occupy the land. I
can assure the hon. member there is very litile
to be made ont of it. Now, as to the Stock
Tax, I maintain that the tax does nof make
a difference of one fruction to the consumer,
The stock imported here is, when landed, put
Jup st auction and sold to the highest bidder;
and if, as we are told, a beast costas £2 or £3in
Queensland, the mere fact of there being
Stock Tax of 30s. or £30, does not affect the
price of that beast when it is bronght here and
sold by public anction.  The butcher perhaps
buya it for less than it cost the man whosent
itover here. Tt does not affect the consumer
in any way—not one jot. Then, again, there
is this point : the landlord who lives on the
land, as a vule, employs & large amount of
labor, and I ask how can the working man
prosper if his employer does not prosper? Tam
not going to oppose the second reading of the
Bill, but I tell you candidiy I regret that the
Government have thought proper to bring it
in at all, for I do not think this is the time for
reducing taxation, when we are spending bor-
rowed money in all directions. If we have a
surplus revenue I should prefer tesee it spent
in developing the resources of the country. I
do not think it is wise at this time to reduca
taxation, and decrease cur revenue.

Me. R. F. SHOLL : T certainiy cannot agree
with the hon. member who has just sat down,
that this is not the time the Governmeni
8hould reduce taxation. I think if ever there
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waa o time in the history of this colony for re-
mitting taxation, the present is the most oppor-
tune time for doing so, and I think the
Government have acted wisely ib proposing it.
Iregret, Sir, that tbey bavenot seen their wayto
proceed further in that direction than they
propose to do in the Bill now before us. Iam
alao of opinion, Sir, that it would have been
wieer if the Government, instead of dealing
with gome of the articles on the special list,
had dealt more with the ad walorem duties.
I agree with the hon. member for Albany in
that respect. 'They make a great deal of
their proposal to repeal the duty on tea and
sugar, but, although these articles bring in a
large revenue to the country in the ngeregate,
I do not think that the duty upon them is
much felt by the general consumer. We do
not hear of people complaining of the high
price of sugar or tea. Though the duties
yield a large revenue on the whole, T do net
think that ipdividually the tax is much felt.
With regard to the other articles included in
the schedule of this Bill, they may be said to
be of minor importance, and do not produce
much revanue to the country. I notice that
one of these articles is rice. I wonder that
gome of those fire-cating advocates of the ex-
clusion of Asiatic labor have not strongly
protested against the proposed aholition of the
duty upon rice. These Asintics, I suppose, are
the largest consumers of rice in the colony; I

‘suppose they consume more of it than the rest

of the community put together. As I have
said, [ regret that the Government, in dealing
with this question of the Tariff, did not deal
with some of the articles on the ad valorem
lis, such as clothing and boots, and articles
of that kind. Tha removal of the duly npon
these articles would have been apprecinted
by the community o great deal more than
the removal of the duty from the articles men-
tioned in this Bill. We are always having
the “ working man” thrown at our
bhead, and his interests advocated ;
yet we find that in such articles
as boots and clothing, which are importank
items in every fawily, the working mon is
hoavily taxed,—more 8o, ug regarde his boots,
than the wealthier classes, because, upon low-
priced boots there is a special duty amounting
to about 30 per cent. ad alorem, while the
higher class of hoota are only charged 15 per
cend. 1 hope the Government will see their
way to deal with some of the articles included
in the ad valorem schedule, and so relieve
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those who can really ill afferd te pay such
duties. [ think that members who represent
the goldfields have great reuson fo complain
with regard to this Bill, and the small amount
of velief it wiil afford the mining population,
who, being solely consumery, acre now taxed in
all directions for the articles which they use or
consuwe. We do not sec that the goldfields’
populution have been considered in the slight-
est in this Bill. There is still the duty on
their mining machinery, and the duty on
tinned meats, of which they sre very large
consumers, and I do not sec that they will
benefit at all from these proposals of the
Government.

THE Premier: What about sugar nud tea ?
What abont kerosene ?

Me. R. F. SHOLL: AsI have alrcady said,
the duty om sugar or tea is not felt. Tea and
augar are cheap enough, Nor ia the dutyon
kerosene lurgely felt by the mining community
generally. Karosene is not used on the gold-
fielda to the same extentas it is in the other
parts of the colony.

‘'ue PremMiER : Thay use it for their engines.

bMr. B, F. BHOLL: Idon't think so. They
have found thut thase oil engines are a failure.

Tur Premier : It was urged upon us very
strongly.

Mg. R. F. BHOLL: We saw it stated lately
that un oil engine tried on one of our gold-
fields was a ¢omplete Failure for driving gold
stampers. I submit that taking the daty off
kerosene will not benefit the mining popula-
tion very much. It is not for we to speak up
for the goldfields’ population ; they have their
own mombers to look after their interests.
But T cannot help thinking that the goldfields’
pecple have not heen considered very wuch in
this Bill, although they are a very large con-
suming population, and, as such, contribute
largely to the revenue of the colony. Not
only are they taxed through the Customs, but
they also have to pay double treights on their
railways. In some cagses—timber for instance
—they have to pay four times me high as is
ordinarily charged for the carringe of timber
over some Of our railways for export. Isay the
goldfields people are taxed to the very highest
they poesibly can he, and I think their mem-
bers hnve very good reason to complain at the
small mensure of relief which this Bill pro-
vides for them, T do not intend to detain the
Houseat any length, at this stage, as all these
matters will huve to be threshed out in com-
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mittee ; but, representing a pastoral con-
stituency, as [ do, I cannot sit down without
dealing with that much.vexed, and what 18
becowing rather u eickening subject,—the
Stock Tnx. So for es the stock tex is con-
cerned, I should like to point out this: while
we continve to tax every urticla the pas-
toralist consumes—his tea and sugar, hie
clothing, his boots, his saddlery, and every-
thing he uses or consumes—I cannot consent
to vote for the abolition of the Stock Taux,
which is the only measure of relief or pro-
tection that we give him. [ om sure we
have sufficient stock in our Northern Terri-
tory to satisfy the wants of the people of
this colony, if jproper wenns and facilities
were provided for bringing that atock to
market. Stock at present can actually be
brought to our markets cheaper from the
other colounies than from our own northern dis-
tricts, for the reuson that they have full ships
trading in the intercolonial trade—filled with
passengers and goods—which enable them to
convey goods at low rates ; wherens, tosend a
ship up to our Northern ports to bring down
stock costs a lot of money, seeing that the
vessel has to go up empty, and can only
bring back a few stock. It would be
Letter if the Government, rather than re-
peal the Stock Tax, were to devote
the revenue derived from that tax to
subsidise vessels to bring down stock from our
Northern areas. Then the consumer would
derive some benefit, ns he would have cheap
ment—if cheap meat is possible under evisting
circumstances. The muin reason why you can-
not get cheap meat now is the absence of faeili-
ties for bringing stock down, and the absence
of facilities and conveniences for killing your
stack when it is brought down to the vicinitly
of the centres of population. Until these
copveniences ure provided, and public abbat-
toirs are established in convenient places where
stock can be kept and fed, and afterwards
killed near the yreat centres of population,—
until this is done, I fuil to see how meat is to
becomecheaper. 1fthe duties are to be removed
from all the commodities that the Northern
settler consumes, 1 shall be quite prepared for
the abolition of the Stock Tax. PBut I think
it would be most unfair to the Northern
settlers to remove the omly little Protection
they have, in the ghape of this Stock Tax
while at the same time you taxr them for
everything they require or consume. I con-
gratulate the Government upon their having
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made & move in the right direction, in start- ! the Tarif now in existence is simply a com-

ing, during a period of prosperity, to reduce
the burden of taxation. I onlyregret they did
not see their way clear to go further in the
same direction. We have a very large surplus
at present, and we know perfectly well that
when we have a surplus it will he spent, and,
very often, not wisely spent. We could not
have o better time for reducing taxation than
in a time of prosperity. When a time of de-
pression arrives, as we may expeck it will some
dny, we shall then, if we reduce our taxation
now, have something to fall hack vpou when
the necessity arises for increasing ¢ur revenue,

Me. MARMION : I do notintend to traverse
the remarks that have been made by previcus
speakers in the course of this debate; I rise
principally for the purpose of etating I do not
think it is necessary at this stage that I should
refer to the petition from the Chamber of
Commerce, st Fromautle, entrusted to my care.
I have alresdy intimated my intention of in-
troducing that subject for discussion when
this Bill is under consideration in committee,
and it is still my intention to do so. Lonly
refer to the question now becanse it has been
suggested by some mewmbers that there is no
necessity for delaying the coming into opera-
tion of this Bill, as the stocks in hand (of the
articles included in the Schedule) are not
large, nnd therefore no great injury would
be done by bringing the Bill into opera-
tion at once. On that point, I think
T think I am justified in stating that the
Chambers of Commerce at Fremantle and
Perth, and those who are associated with those
bodies, are more likely to understand the actual
position of affairs in this respect than the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken on the subject
to-night. Therefore I trust that, when the
time for discussing this question arrives, the
opinions of these representative commercial
bodies will receive the full weight they de-
serve. Some hon. members have referred at
great length to the principles of Freetrade
and Protection. That is too lacrge an order to
be discussed at this stage. No doubt the
time will come when the question of Free-
trade and the question of Protection will have
to be discussed upon their merits in this
House, or some future House. No doubt that
hereafter it will begome a burning question,
and may be'the means of unseating Govern-
ments. But I do not think there is any neces-
sity for denling with these great quertions at
the present time.

. that stand in need of Protection.

promise. It is certainly not a Freetrade
Tariff, nor 1s it a Protection Tariff, except for
purposes of vevenue. Itis in reality what I
say—o comprowmise. If you look through the
existing Tariff, although there may be some
little fault to find in regard to some small
mntters, still I think it will be found that,
(speakiag generally), those things are taxed
which can be produced in the country

or which can be menufuctured in the

country, and thut goods which are
admitted free are, as a general rule,
those which cannot be produced in the

country, or which are of assistanca to our local
maonfacturers. On the whole, I do not think
there-is much to» find feult with in our present
Tarif. But I want to warn hon. gentlemen of
one thing. Speaking now as the representa-
tive of one of the centres of population, I wish
to warn the producers of this colony—that is,
the growers of corn, flour, hay, chaff, butter,
bacon, and all those commodities which wre
largely consumed in the centres of population—
I wish to warn them that they wust not expoct
to have these industries protected as theyare
at present, unless those enganged in these pro-
ducing industries are prepared to extend the
same need of protection to the manwfacturing
industries of the colony. While saying
that, I wonld also warn those who live in the
centres of population, and who expect to have
their wemanufacturing industries bolstered
up, or to be protected (if I may use the word)
at the expense of those who are not manufac-
turers, but consumers,—I would also warn
these that, while this protection is afforded to
them, they, on their part, must be prepared to
nssist other interests and other industries in
the coluny. The shoentaker must notsay, I
want to' have boots taxed'; the harness-
moker mustnotsay “I wish to have saddlery
taxed”; the coachbuilder must not say, I
want to have carringes taxed’; the Dboat-
builder must not say “T must have boats
taxed * ; and so on with other wanufacturers,
unless theyalso are prepared to extend the same
helping hand to other struggling industrics
If you pro-
tect one industry, you must be equally fair to
all. If yousay you are not prepared to pro-
tect all these particular interests nlike, and to
give them nll some little heipin the way I have
referred, you must then be prepared to pull
down the whole edifice at ouce, and to go in

What [ mean to say is that « for a Freetrade Tariff all round. When the
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country is in & position to adopt that Tariff, I
ghall be very happy to do all T can to ussist
it. Butat the present time I think we mast
be content with a TLariff which is & compro-
mwise between the prodocer on the one
hangd and the consumer on the other, each one
willing to give a little assistance to the other.
I am very pleased to find that the Govern-
ment have come to the conclusion that the
colony is mow in such a prosperous con-
dition that it can afford to lose a little of
its revenue, in order i0 assist the consuming
poepulation generally, who, after all, will
derive tho most benefit from this Bill. No
paclicilar industry, I think, will benefit by
it, or suffer by it, to any appreciable ex-
tent. I only wish the position of affairs had
been such thal the Government could have
placed other items on the free list. Ibelieve
there are others that might he included ;
some of them are included in the list sug-
gested by the hon. member for Perth,
and I trust the Government may yet see
their way to add to the Schedule of the
present  Bill, if they can do so without
materially injuring the revenue, or doing an
injustice to any particular interest in the
colony. I will not detain the House lenger at
this stage, becanse when the Bill goes into
commitieo we shall have nmple time and op-
portunity for discussing each item upon its
merits.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Before the debate closes I shonld just like to
say one ot two words. I wish in the first place
to thank members for the generous spirit in
which they have generally erilicised the Bill,
I can only say that theGovernment have given
the matter their most careful consideration
with regard to the items included in the Bill.
At the same time we did not suppose for a
moment that we would be able fo pleass
everyone. It wust be apparent te mem-
bers that we "did pot propose to deal
with the whole 'Tarif. We simply pro-
posed to add to the free list; and, so far as I
con judge from the remarks of members gene-
rally, the items selectod by the Government
have met with general approval. The ques-
tion of the date when the Bill shoul come
into operation is, of course, a very important
one. We have two classes of people to con-
gider. On the one hand we have the mer-
chants and traders, who, of course, are
represented by the Chambers of Commerce;
and on the other hand we have the general
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public of the colony, who wish ‘to he re-
lieved from these duties a8 soon as
possible. [ do not know why we should
altogether coneider one section of the com-
munitysalone. Ithink we should rather consider
the interests of both. I should much regret
to do an injustice to those who hold large
stocks of these articles which we propose to
place on the free list; at the samc time I
think we should require very definite informa-
tion with regard to the quantities held by
these persons before we continue to subject
the whole community to these duties longer
than ws can help. As regards the question re-
ferred to by my friend the hon. member for
Fremantle {Mr, Marnion)—that of Freetrade
and Protection—I think, as he said, it israther
too big an order, it is too large a question, to be
dealt with at thie hour of the evening. But I
may say this, with regard to thoss who
live in the Ilarger centres of population,
and who are engaged to a large extent in
manufacturing industries,—the present Tariff
(that is, the Lariff of 1893) wns framed largely
in their intevests. Let hon. members look at
the 20 per cent. list alone. There they will
find boats, carriages, waggons, furniturs,
saddlery, and many other articles of more or
less importance; und, if they look at the 15
per cent. scl edule they will find the same
thing. Therefore [ cannot for a moment
admit that in the Tariff of 1893 the manufac-
turing interests of the colony were in any way
overlooked. There was great pressure hrought
to bear upon the Tariff Commission by those
interested in the manufacturing industries
of the colony. They were well represented,
and were heard in evidence, and I believe their
dernonds were carefully weighed ; and it seoms
to me their interests at any rate, were not over-
locked, whoaver else were overlooked. ‘l'he
hon. member for the Gascoyne seems to think
that we have altogether overlooked the gold-
fields in the alterations we now propose. I
join issue with him at once. There is scarcely
an article on the list that will not be an ed-
vantage to our goldfields population. Take
the first itemm: * Arro:root, sago, tapioca,
cornflour, and other farinaceous foods”—
are these not consumed on the poldfields?
* Blankets and rugs,” again; are these not
articles that every miner in the colony
uses? Then we have “cocoa and coffee’
—-are these not used on the goldfields. Then
there is “ mineral 0il.” With regard to that
all I can say is that the greatest pressure
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waa brought to bear on the Government by
mine owners in the Coolgardie district to have
the duty removed from mineral oil. We reduced
it in the frst place 24d. a gallon, but they were
not satisfied with that; and now we propose
to take off the duty altogether. Then there
is another item, “rice;” that is an article which
ia largely consnmed everywhere on our gold-
fields. * Sugar and tea,” again; these are
articles largely consumed hy people on the

goldfields—equally as mueh 80, if not
more, than in other places. There-
fore, I altogether take exception to the

hon, member for the Gascoyne saying that
the Government have altogether ignored the
goldfields population in this Bill. AlY can
say is that this colony has been trying to do
its very best to apuist those who nre seeking
for gold on our goldficlds. We have embarked
on great public works, and have burdened thia
country with an immense loan expenditure
not; for anyone’s interests particularly, but in
our own interests ; still it was for the develop-
ment of thess goldfields, and the benefit of the
people who have gone there, and who are still
going there. Infoct, no one can say that we
have nottried to do our very best to promote
the interests of these goldfields. As to
the proposals of the hon. member for
Perth, so0 far a8 I have had time
to look at them, no doubt some of them
are very good ; end, if we could ufford it, no
doubt most of us would wish to go with the
hon. member in that direction. But there is
such a thing as doiog too much at once, and
therefore we shall have to carefully sermtinise
his proposals before we can think for & moment
of agreeing with them. 'The Government pro-
posals will entail a rednction of £50,000 in the
Customs revene, and the hon. member’s pro-
posals would probably entail a further loss of
£70,000, or £120,000 altogether. Now,
£120,000 taken off £500,000 (which will
probably be the amount of our Customs reve-
nue next year) iz a good lot,—over twenty
per cent. reduction at cme swoop. I think,
myself, that ig going rather further than the
country would be justified in going at one
leap. No doubt our revenue iz increasing,
but so also have our obligations increased.
The revenue, I am very glad to say, is
largely in excess of the estimate for the year,
and I am also very glad to tell this House
that the expenditure for the year has not
exceeded the estimate. Still, our obligations
are increasing, and we must be carefal that
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we do not go too far in reducing our revenue.
There ia one other subject—I do not intend
to discuss it, thongh it seems to have become
a sort of standing dish—which I wish
to refer to, and that iz the Steck Tax,
Why, Sir, I believe thia question of $he Stock
Tax is getting to be almost as good an Election
cry o8 the Education question. I really can-
not look st that tax in the way it has been
put forward by some hon. tnembers, nor do I
think that some of the statements areintended
to he taken sericusly. For instance I do mot
think my friend the hon. member for East
Perth could have been serious when he eug-
pested that the Government should . sub-
sidise ships to bring cattle to the city
from Neorthern ports, for the simple reason
that if the Government were to subsi-
dige ships in this way, there would be no
real difference to the consumer. If he did not
pay the Stock I'ay, ns o taxpayer he would be
compelted to bear his portion of the subsidy,
and it would really come to one and the same
thing in the end. There would be no difference
at all.

Mg. Jaxes: Except that everyone would
pay for the ships.

Tur PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Oh, then what would be meant by & subsidy
for ships to bring stock down, would simply ba
that my constituents at Bunbuary would be
paying a tax from which they could derive no
benefit, in order that the constituents of the
hon. membsr for East Perth might get cheap
meat. There could not be any benefit to the
whole colony by the arrangement suggested,
ard if the hon, member for East Perth and

shose whye think with hiwm, wont cheap
meat in this way, they should pay
the cost and not other people who

will derive no benefit.  Altogether I fail
to see that there is any good reason what-
ever in anch an arrangement for by it, the
whole of the people of the Colony ure to be
taxed in order thnt the constituents of :uch
mewmbers as the representative of East Pevth,
should get cheaper meat, than they can get
uander present circumstances. There is a
better and more legitimate way out of the
difficuity than that proposed and that is by
opening up to the stock raisers of the Colony,
overy possible means of transit. Let us push
on with building our wharves, our jetties, and
our railwnys and we can then bring to market
the beat stock that any colony can produce.
There are thouennds of head of stock in the
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Kimberley diatrict ready for market, but they
cannot be got here. The want of facilities
for shipping and other means of tran-
sit gimply wmeans that it costs more to
bring stock, from the Kimberley than
it does to bring stock from the other colonies.
When sufficient meansof transit are provided
we will not wantto go outside our own colony
for all the stock we shall require. For another
thing, T do not anticipate|that’;the other
cotonies will go on supplying stock aa they
have beon. At the present time catile are
shipped hero from Adelaide and other places
and I am content that it_should be go, in order
that wo can have cheaper meat than would
othorwize be the case, but when we have
opepned up the means by which our own stock
can be brooght to market, the riske of shipping
and the cost will prevent the continuance of
the importation of atock from the other colonies
becanse of the competition with our own
atock, which, as I said before, will be quite suffi-
cient for the whole colony when facilities
for bringing them to market are provided.
I have pothing more to say at the present
stage, Mr, Speaker, excepting to express my
thanks to hon. members for the generous way
in which they have received the Bill,
Motion put and passed.
Bill read & eecond tie.

EXPENDITURE FROM LOANS AND RE-

VENUE UPON RAILWAYS AND ROLL.

‘ ING STOCK.

Mg. TLLINGWORTH, in accordance with
notice, meoved for a Return, showing,—

1. The tolal cost of all Government Rail-
ways now completed, inclusive of staticns, etc.

2, The total cost of all Rolling Stock to
date.

3. The total amount expended out of Loan
Funds on Railways and Rolling Stock.

4. The amount (ifany) expended on Rail-
ways or Rolling Stock out of General Revenue.

3. The total amount of interest being paid
oh Loan moneys expended upon Railways and
Rolling Stock.

Question putand passed.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10.25 p,m.
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Bunbury-Bussellon Train Service.

Legislative QAszembiy,

Wednesday, I7th July, 1865.

Return showing times of arrivals and departure of
Buabury - Busselton  traing— Laying of ships’
moorings at Quindalup and ltusseiton— Works
Department calling for tenders when funda not
available—Neglect of 5.8, Australind to call at
Lrosine—Goldfields Bill: first reading—Appli-
eations for Homestead Leases—Construction of
Mount Park Road—Agent-General Bill: third
reading—Crivinal Evidence Bill : second reading
—Arbitration Bifl: second veading ; referved to
Select Committee—Partnership Bill :  second
veading ; referred to Sclect Clommneittee—Justices
Appointment Bill: in committee— Messaye from
His Excellency : asseat to Bills—Yuwicipal
Institutions Bill : second veading—Adjournment.

BUNBURY-BUSSELTON TRAIN SERVICE.

Mz, COOKWORTHY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Railways
why the Order of the Hounse with reference to
the laying of the return upon the table of the
House showing the departures of the evening
trains from Busseltonm, and the arrivale of the
same trains at Bunbury, had not been fully
complied with.

Tag COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Venn) replied that the full
return wounld at onge be laid upon the table,
and he regretted that it bad not, through an
oversight, been done previcusly.

LAYING OF SHIPS’ MOORINGS AT QUIN-
DALUP AND BUSEBELTON.

Mg. COOKEWORTHY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier whetber it was the
jutention of the Government to lay down
ships’ moorings at Quindalup and Busselton,
and if so, when.

Tur PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) re-
plied as follows:—

The Chief Harbor Master advises the Gov-
ernment that he does not recommend that
moorings should be placed at these ports, in-
asmuch a3 there is ample anchorage ground,
and shipmasters prefer to wuse their own
anchors and chains where there in plenty of
room to veer. Some yeara ago moorings were
laid at Fremantle, Bunbury, and the Vasse,
but were rarely used, for the above reason.



