Petition.

Reporter of the Parliamentary staff, re-
questing that hon. members who desired
to make necessary corrections in their
speeches, as printed in the official reports
{unrevised) issued weekly to members,
should forward the corrections to the
Hunsard Room within three days after
each weekly issue.

ADJOURNMENT,

[26 Ocroser, 1897.]

Tur MINISTER OF MINES moved -
that the House, at its rising, do adjourn -

until this day week.
Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at 450 pau. *

until Tuesday, 2nd November.

Fegislative Fssembly,
Tuesday, 26tk October, 1897.

Petlition: Derth Gas Company’'s Aet Further Amend-
ment Bill; Bill introduced, first resding ; referred
to Select Commitice—Papers Presented—Question :
Detention of Prisoner after expirntion of sentence—-
Question: Reduetion {nlleged) of Electric Line-
men—Question: Pennl System and amendment—
Question:  Tolls by Railway Depnrtment on Goods
carted to Steamers—Question: Subsidy for Perth
Surface Drainage—Question : Coolgurdie Water
Supply Scheme—Question: Telegraph Statiou at
Boornbbin—Address-in-Heply : Amoepdment re food
duties, Division ; fifth day of debate—Adjonrnment.

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

PrAYERS.

PETITION—PERTH GAS COMPANY’S

ACT FURTHER AMENDMENT BILL.

Mr. LEAKE presented a petition in
the matter of the introduction of a private
Bill to further amend the Perth Gas
Company’s Act, 1886, and for other pur-
poses.

Petition read, and ordered to lie on the
table.

n

Perth Gas Bill. 135

Mg. LEAKE asked whether it would
be necessary to move the suspension of
the Standing Orders, with a view to
mtroducing the Bill and referring it to a
Select Committee ?

Tur SPEAKER said he bad been
considering the point, and the Standing
Orders provided that no matter, except of
a merely formal nature, should be intro-
duced hefore the Address-in-Reply to the
Governor’s Speech had been adopted.
In addition to the Bill now before the
House, it would have been noticed that
the Premier had, that afternoon, given
notice of bis intention to iutroduce a Bill
at the next sitting. As fo the practice
which shonld be pursued, he (the Speaker)
thought the introduction of a Bill might
be treated as a matter of a purely formal

. nature, such as might be dealt with hefore

the adoption of the Address-in-Reply ;
and, if there was no opposition to it on
the part of hon. members, he would rule
that this course be taken.

Towe PREMIER (Rt. Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) said that, in his opinion, leave
to introduce a Bill was as formal a matter
as could be, and it committed the House
to nothing.

Mr. LEAKE, according tothe Speaker’s
ruling, moved for leave to introduce the
Bill.

Put and passed.

Bill introduced and read a first time.

Mr. LEAEKE further moved that the
Bilt be referred to a Seleet Committee, to
consist of Mr. Burt, Mr. Hall, Mr.
Harper, and Mr. Wilson; to report on
Thursday next.

Tue SPEAKER said he had once, on
a previous occasion, allowed a select com-
mittee to be appointed in reference to a
private Bill without requiring the com-
wittee to he balloted for.

Tae PREMIER said he saw no objec-
tion to their doing so on this occasion, as
it was merely a forinal matter.

Tue SPEAKER said that was his
opinion, and he would therefore put the
question.

Put and passed.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Mixister oF Lanps: Regula-
tions re Land Purchase Board appointed
under Agricultural Lands Purchase Act;
Report of Departinent of Lands and
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Swrveys (1896) ; Report of Stock Depart-
ment (1836); Report of Acclimatisation
Board (1896-7); Report of Woods and
Forests Departinent (1396-7).

By the Premier: Comparative State-
ment of Tramnsactions of Post Office
Savings Bank (1896-7); Report of
Aborigines Protection Board (1896);
Despatch from Secretary of State »¢ visit
of Colonial Premiers to London; Report
of Perth Museum (1896.7).

Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION—DETENTION OF PRISONER
AFTER EXPIRATION OF SENTENCE.
Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with

notice, asked the Attorney General:—r.

Whether it was true that local prisoner

2599 was detained in Fremantle Gaol six

days after the date when, by remission

for good conduct, his sentence expired.

2. Ifso, why so? 3. What wastheamouut

of remission granted to the said prisoner,

and the date of its expivy ? 4. Why the
said prisoner was detained on the day of
his release until 12 noon, waiting the
delivery of his effects. 5. What mouey,
if any, was given to the said prisoner.

6. Whether he signed any document as a

receipt for same.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest), on behalf of the Attorney
General, rveplied: — 1. There was an
interval of four days between the approval
in Executive Council of the remission and
the discharge of the prisoner, but no
detention after his sentence had expired.
z. The delay was caused by the necessary
ofticial course which the papers, in common
with all others dealt with in Executive
Council, had to take, and the intervening
of Saturday (a half postal day) and
Sunday. 3. Eighteen days. His original
sentence would have expired on the 23rd
October, 1897. 4. He was not detained
until 12 noon, but was discharged at
10-25 am., and was not kept waiting for
the delivery of his effects. 5. No money
was given him. 6. No.

QUESTTON—REDUCTION (ALLEGED) OF
WAGES OF ELECTRIC LINEMEN.
Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Minister of Education :
—1. Whether it was true that the wages
of electric linemen employed by his
department had been reduced to eleven-
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pence per hour. 2. Why, if this were so,
the reduction was made retrospective to
the 30th September last. 3. What reason
was assigned for such action, if it lad
taken place.

The MINISTER OF EDUCATION
(Hon. H. B. Lefroy) replied that the
wages had not heen reduced.

QUESTION — PENAL SYSTEM AND
AMENDMENT.

Mr. VOSPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier whether it was
the intention of the Government to
mstitute wn inguiry into the existing penul
system with a view to its early amendinent.

Thne PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest), on bebalf of the Attorney
General, replied that nothing had yet
been done.

At a later stage,

Mer. VOSPER, without notice, asked
the Premier a further question with
reference to the reply already given. He
gaid his question had been asked in a
future tense, and had been answered by
the right hon. gentleman in the past
tense. He now wanted to know whether
anything was to be doue.

Tue PREMIER fwther replied:—I
may say, speaking with the greatest
frankness, that this question has engaged
the attention of the Attorney General for
a Jong time past, but nothing has yet
been done. T must say at once that T
think the changes which the Attorney
(eneral was considering were in the
direction of making the penal system
more severe than it is at the present time,
and pbot in the way of making it more
easy, because we all know that the penal
system in this colony is one of the easiest
in the world. A man may even be com-
mitted for murder, and then have his
sentence commuted and gel out of prison
in a very few years—say in ten or twelve
years. The whole matter is, I think, one
that does require consideration; and,
though I am not making any promise to
do it at the present moment, I may say
that the subject is engaging the attention
of the Government.

QUESTION—IOLLS BY RAILWAY Dl-
PARTMENT ON GOODS CARTED TO
STEAMERS.

Me. ILLINGWORTH, for Mr. James,
in accordance with notice, usked the Com-
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wrissioner of Ratlways:
was a fact that the Railway Department
was insisting upon the payment of a toll
of 1s. per ton upon goods carted through
the station yard at Fremantle to river
steamers loading for Perth at the new
South Quay. Whether this charge was
not in addition to the ordinary berthage
dues, and also in addition to the wharf-
age of Zs. per ton. 2. If so, whether
there was statutory or other,and if sowhat.
authority for the charge. 3. Whether
the same charge was made on goods
carted through the same vard to the
C-‘rovernment trucks for delivery in Perth,

If not, what was the reason for this
d.l.‘llctentla.l charge. Whether, in view
of the fact that the Ra.xlwa,y Dcpartmenf.
was in competition (as farus Perth) with
other carriers regniring access to the
wharves of the new harbour at Fremantle,
it was the intention of the (Grovernment
to continue the control of these wharves
and their approaches in the hands of the
department, or to appoint an indepen-
dent Harbour Board.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied: 1
{«.) Yes. (b.) The charge is in addition
to the berthage dues of 1d. per ton, and
also in addition to the 2s. per ton wharf-
age on imported goods, the churges on
which are paid by the consignees and not
by the river steamers. 2. Under Jetty
Regulation Act. 3. No specific charge,
but terminals wre provided for in the
through rate. 4. Qumhﬁca.tlous as given
in Answer No. 3. Government intend
to contanue cautrol of these wharves,
under conditions now existing.

QUESTION - SUBSIDY FOR PERTH
SURFACE DRAINAGE.

Mr. ILLING WORTH (for Mr, James),
m nccorda.uce with notice, asked the
Premier : Whether the Government
had yet p'u(l to the City Council the
£100,000 asked for, for surface drainage.
2. If not, whetherthe Government “ould
before doing so, await the publication of
the report on the sewerage scheme by Mr.
Hodgson ?

Tur PREMIEK (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied:—i1. No. 2. Before the
Government can comply with the wishes
of the City Council, a Reappropriation

[26 OcropER, 1897.]

Whether it '

Act will be required, and until this Act |
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is obtained the Government will not
advance the money.

QUESTION—COQLGARDIE WATER
SUPPLY SCHEME.

Mgr. WOOD, without notice, asked the
Premier, whether the Government bhad
received any definite proposal from Mr.
Bargigli, in reference to the Coolgardie
water supply scheme, both with regurd to
the construction of the works and the
completion of the tinancial arrangements
that would enable the scheme to be pro-
ceeded with at the first favourable
apportunity.

Tur PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): In reply to the hon. member,
I may say that Mr. Bargigli made a pro-
posal to the Government some months
ago, and also under date 26th of this
month. to carry out the whole of the
Coolgardie water supply scheme for a sum
within the estimate of the Engineer-in.
Chief.

QUESTION—TELEGRAPH STATION
BOORABBEIN.

Mr. A. FORREST, without notice,
asked the Minister of Education the
reuson why the telegraph station at
Boorabbin, or two miles from Boorabbin,
had not been removed to its proper place.

Tur MINISTER OF EDUCATION
(Hon. H. RB. Lefroy) replied: —I must
ask the hon. member to be good encugh
to grive notice of his question.

AT

ADDRESS-IN-EEPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
AMENDMENT #¢ FOOD DUTIES---DIVISION.
FIFTH DAY OF DEBATE,

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

Mr. HARPER (Beverley): Sir, in
rising to review the amendment before
the House on this subject, I cannot help
expressing my surprise at the extreme
mildness and timidity of it. If those
members on the Opposition side had
wished some drastic result to follow their
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amendment, it surely would have been
put in very different terms. They claim,
or some of them have claimed, that they
have the voice of the people—in respect
of what? Thereduction of the food duties?
A reduction may mean 10 per cent. ' What
strikes me as most remarkable is this,
that not one of those who have spoken in
support of this amendment has made the
slightest endeavour to show, by figures,
what would be the result of ther amend.-
ment, if carried. They have told us, a
good many of them, that this is a
matter which was the one dominant
question before the electors at the general
election, and that the result was that
those who were in favour of a reduction
of these duties represented the majority in
thizs House. A careful examination of
the results of the election leads me to
rather a different conclusion. Tf hon,
members would carefully review them
they would see that this is what happened,
that those candidates who sought election
in city, town, or suburban electorates, as
a rule took up this question of the re-
duction of the food duties; and wherever
there happened to be men at all equal in
standing—taking the two sides, for and
against—there seems to have been rather
a preponderance in favour of those who
supported the maintenance of the duties.
Of course, in cases where there were
two or three candidates all on the one
side, it cannot be said that there was
a falr testing of this question at all, for
it was then purely a question of the
choice of an individual. The results in
one or two electorates were very remark-
able, particularly in East Fremantle,
where the sitting wmember, who had
gained very considerable repute in this
House as an able politician, took up the
ery of the reduction of the food duties,
and was opposed by a new man entirely
unknown i politics, who supported the
retention of the duties, and ousted the
sitting member by a very substantial
majority. That is good evidence, I think,
that the claim of those who say that the
voice of the people is entirely on one side
is @ very unsound one indeed. Surely if
the hon. members on the opposite side of
the House were ready, on this ques-
tion of the reduction of the food
duties, to take the spirit of the desire
of the people rather than the letter, they
would have taken pains to show what
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would e the result of their action. They
ask for a reduction of the food duties;
and, as I said hefore, a reduction may
mean 10 per cent.; but what they should
have shown was what the benefit would
be to those who are asking for this
reduction. 8o far, we have not heard a
word aboub that. All we have heard on
that point is that it would not injure
those who are now preducing things the
duty upon which some members wish to
reduce. It seems to me that this amend-
ment was drawn, net 0 much with the
iden of beuefiting the conswmers as of
getting as many voices as possible in
support of it, by making it general and
intangible—getting as many votes in this
House in support of it as possible,
irrespective of its results to the country.
If the end in view of hon. members
was # reduction of the food duties, the
first thing they shounld have pointed out
was the amount of that reduction, and
what would be the result. Take the two
principal items of bread and meat: I
suppose that if this amendment were
carried, those in favour of it would agree
amongst themselves that the reduction
should De by 50 per cent. That surely
would be a substantial reduction. And
now comes the gquestion, what would be
the result to the consumer? We all
recognise that the consumer, as a rule,
when heelectsacandidate to represent him,
leaves it to that candidate to show exactly
what the result of a certain action in
Parlizment will hbe. The consumer, as a
rule, is a worker and not a thinker, and
bhe expects those who represent him to
show him the result of any action
in the House of Representatives. It
is generally accepted that the duty on
bread at the present time is about a
farthing on the two-pound loaf ; and we
may presume that those in favour of the
amendment would accept a substantial
reduction of this duty by one-eighth of o
penny. The question is, who will get
this eighth of apenny? It would nothe
the consumer, hecause it is notorious that
bakers do not deal in farthings, There-
fore, this eighth of a penny would go into
the pockets of the dealers or distributors,
In that case the consumer would find he
had been misled by those who sought his
support on the ground of a reduction of
the food duties. We will take the ques-
tion of the duty on meat, and deal with it
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in the same way. The duty on meat is
generally accepted to be about one half-
penny a pound. If vou take u farthing
off that as a reduction, it certainly would
not be the consumer who would get it, as
the meat trader does not deal in farthings.
(A MemBER: What about frozen meat )
That comes under another heading which
T will deal with shortly. On the agricul-
tural aspect of the question the supporters
of the amendment have merely made bald
statements which do not, I think, carry
conviction to very many. The hon. mem-
ber who moved the amendment informed
the House that farmers would benefit by
the reduction of the food duties. That
hon. member, however, did not show us
in what way the farmers would henefit;
and, in dealing with a question of this
Find, it is just as well to ask the people
who are interested in it to speak for
themselves. They wear the shoe, and
kuow where it pinches. Those who re-
present mining communities would be
rather shocked at a suggestion that they
knew what would suit farmers better than
the farmers did themselves, The hon.
member for Central Murchison informs
us that more people would be induced
to go on the land, if these food duties
were taken off. That is tantamount to
saying that the less profit a man makes,
the more will people be induced to go
into the business which that man follows.
The hon. member for the Swan informed
us that the farmers produce nothing
which is dutiable, thereby showing a vast
amount of knowledge on the subject.
The hou. member for North-East Cool-
gardie, by searching through the blue
books for forty years back, sought to
prove that the import duties lessened
production. T hope I am not misinter-
preting that hon. member, but that is all
I could understand from his use of the
blue books be quoted. There is a prin-
ciple involved in this which is a very
simple one. If it be true that removing
the protective duties on farm produce
benefits the c¢ountry, much plainer in-
stances could have been adduced than
those cited by the hon. member for North-
East Coolgardie. In the mother country,
as is knowa to all of us, there is no impost
on bread or meat, and the result is known
to everyone. Since the ports have heen
free in Great Britain, there has been a
gradual but vast diminution in the culti-
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vation of corn there, amounting, I believe,
to four or five million acres, but I am not
sure of my figures.

Mz. InuingworTH : Butb look at the
increase in the manufactures.

Mr. HARPER : That merely sup-
ports my argument. If a country chooses
to sacrifice agrieulture for manufactures,
the way to do it is to impert food free of
duty, and the result of such a policy is
plain in the other country. If 1t is
desired to make Western Australia
purely & manufacturing country, that is
the way to do. [Mer. Vosrer: We
wanb a mining country.{ There is also
another instance afforded in New South
Wales, where a few months ago corn from
America was selling at o lower price than
the local farmers could produce it for.
If we do nof want any agriculture in the
country, let it be so; but it is remarkable
that hon. members on the other side—
especially the hon. member for North-
East Coolgardie--has said that the min-
ing people are the agriculturist’s best
friends.

Mgr. ILLineworTH: We say the min-
ing people give a better market for the
agriculturists.

Mz. HARPER: If it is a question of
a good market, why do the farmers not
produce in England, where there is the
best market in the world ? There, how-
ever, the farmers do not produce because
the production does not pay. Tt is very
remarkable that it is ouly within a short
time fthat we heard very much about
this question of the food duties, especially
with regard to bread; and there were
two very good reasons for our hearing the
question raised. Oue reason was a
general election, and the other wag an
accident over which no human Leing had
any control, namely, a shortage in wheat.
I do not think that anyone will deny that
the price in 1894 and 1895 in this colony
was below the cost of production. In
1894 the price of wheat was 2s. 4d. a
bushel, and flour was £6 a ton, and in
1895 wheat was 2s. 2d. a Dbushel, and
flour £5 12s. 6d. a ton. I am not quite
certain, but T believe that about last
Christmas the uniform price of bread was
24d. per 2Ib. loaf ; but the price graGually
rose until it reaclied between 4d. and 5d.
That increase of price was entlrely due
to the shortage of wheat, and as 24d. per

. loaf is & minimum, it is very evident that
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the duttes do not account for the rise,
this duty being a farthing on the two-
pound loaf.

Tare PrEmisr: One-¢'ghth of a penny.

Mr. HARPER: T take it to be one
farthing on the two-pound loaf.

Me. Srmpson: By the time the loaf
gets to the people, the duty is a farth-
mg.

Mr. HARPER.: At any rate, the duty
does not account for the difference be-
tween 24d. and 5d. I happen to know
somet.hmg aboul the feeling of the country
m regard to these duties as shown in the
election of 1894. At that time there was
& great desire, in the farming constituen-
cics, for an increase in the duty on corn
and flour. I opposed that increase, al-
though I was seeking election in a farm-
ing community, and consequently I had
a very narrow majority mndeed in my
favour. A good many hon. members
have alluded to the lack of production of
agricultural produce, but they do not at
all bear in mind the cause of this. It must
be recollected that the price of corn in
1894 and 1895 had an extremely deterrent
effect upon production. Men sad, “ We
cannot make it pay, and therefore we will
not produce.”” But that was not the only
thing which had a deterrent effect upon
production. At that time nearly the
whole of the young men of the farming
districts were drawn away to the gold.
fields; and not only were the young
men drawn away, but teams were also
taken away from the farms. Then
again, what might have been utilised as
agricultural labour was diverted to the
making of railways. That accounts for
the slackness of production and develop-
ment at that time. Within the last two
vears a change has occurred, and last
year was certainly one of the most profit-
able that farmers have had for many
vears. Every farthing that the producer
has heen able to acquire has been used in
the development of his land; and there
has been a great increase in production
during the last year or fwo, especially
during last year. There is some further
evidence I wish to bring forward to show
that considerable development is taking
place in the production of corn.
this evidence froin the report of the Col-
lector of Customs in relation to the agri-
cultural machimery 1ntroduced during the
last two seasons. Taking the first half
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of each year, which is the active period, I
find that up to the first of June, 1896,
the value of agricultural machinery in-
troduced into this colony was £5,392,
and that in 1897 the value was £8,659.
These figures go to prove an enormous
increase in production. It is evident
that if, by a removal of the food
duties, the producers found they could
reap no benefit from their cultivation
of the land, large areas now being
taken up would remain wunoccupied.
That must surely he detrimental to the
State. From the development of the
lands of the colony the State should
expect a veturn, and general progress.
Every man placed on the land adds to
the taxable strength of the country, and
every man taken off reduces it. A good
deal has been said about the difference
between the duties upon frozen and live
meat. This is o problem of very great
interest. There is a great deal more in it
than appears on the surface. Anyone
who observes the trade in frozen and
chilled meat in London—which is about
one of the best tests we can have—will
find that chilled meat from America sells
within a fraction of the best home-grown
meat. Probably it goes into consumption
as home-grown meat, but there is a
difference of 50 per cent. between frozen
and chilled meat. The result to this
country, if fhe duties were taken
off frozen meat, would be that the
wlole trade in a short time would go
into the hands of those few who are
dealing in this article. They could land
meat of inferior quality to that which is
sent to England, and completely command
the whole trade of the colony in this
respect.

Mg. Inpiveworrua: That is sad for
the working man.

Mg. HARPER : The result would he
that a foreign board could dictate to the
working man the price he would have to
pay for lus meat. It would be no use
passing resolutions n regard to this, as
we should have no control over a foreign
board, and the result would Te that
the importers of this meat would have no
competition whatever in the colony,
bacause they would completely cormmnand
the trade and charge whatever they liked.
I dare say some hon. members think it is
nob an easy thing to bring about a com-

. bination of those engaged in foreign
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meat. I have been informed by one of
those interested in the trade that at the
present moment there exists a con-
nection between the whole of the frozen
meat companies in Australasia, and
they have decided to fix their price

and to sell at a price decided by
a board. This is no imaginary thing:
it is an accomplished fact. If hown.

members think that by admitting frozen
meat into this colony free it would hea
benefit, it appears to me that in a very
short time we should be the greatest
sufterers.

Mr. InLingworTH : Thereisa butchers’
ring now.

Mr. HARPER: Idonotknow whether
there is & butchers’ ring, and if there be,
I do not know that they are singular in
that respect in fixing their price. Every
man who can, fixes his price ; land agents
do, and bricklayers, and anyone else who
has the power to fix his price does so.
That is a principle established throughout
the world. The only way to compete
with nndue combination 18 to have as
much local competition as you can get.
¥t hon. members, who desire to cheapen
the food preducts in this country, had
taken a different course, I would have been
only too glad to support them. Anyone
who knows anything of the matter at all
must ses that one of the great couses of the
high price of mneat has been the difliculties
in transport and slaughter and distribu-
tion. I have moved myself in this House
on more than one occasion in that line,
and still little or nothing has been done.
There is another point I would like to
touch upon in regard to prices of agricul-
tural produce, and it is that it has largely
hecome known that the carriage of goods
across theocean is sowell managed that the
goods can be brought here at a minimum
of cost. Without going exactly into the
figures, T think it is possible to land grain
at Fremantle harbour—now we have the
large ships coming there-—cheaper than
we can land it from XKatanning. The
distance by water is nothing to the car-
riage by land. There is another buportant
point I may touch wupon. When a
country can produce a large quantity of
any particular article, the Government of
that country offers a bonus for the export
of that article.  The heet sugar industry
in Europe has almost annihilated the
sugar industry of the West Indies, and a
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movement is on foot in America to give
an export hounty on wheat of 3d. per
bushel, and, if that is done, any country
that has its ports open will be vompletely
inundated. It is right that a country
should watch closely, and see that it is
fairly protected against outside countries.
There is one operation which the hon.
member for Central Murchison must
know is carricd on by traders: where they
have a heavy supply on hand of a certain
article, the holder does not realise hut
exports to another country, and he does not
care whether he loses on the transaction
or not. He does it simply to keep up
the price in the country in which ke lives.
That has happened here.  Corn and flour
have been sold Below the price which the
consignor bought it at, and it has paid
him to lose on his consignment to keep
the price up in his district. It is not the
consumer that gains in this case, but the
trader. The hon. member for Albany
made one asseriion in his speech which
rather startled me. He said that
protection was uunecessary in an un-
setiled country. If protection is ad-
vantageous at all, it is in an uosettled
country. There is another arguwment
which the hon. member for Albany made
use of. He sald that miners have no
protection in this country at all, but that
the farmers are the only ones protected.
That may be tested by comparison.
Take the miners on the other great gold-
field of the werld—the Rand. -European
miners are not protected there against
Africans and Asiatics, and the result is
that nearly all the mining is done by
Africans. Tn this country the miner is
protected against Africans and Asiatics,
and it is not true to say the miner is not
protected against what he fears —cheap
labour. I am gquite prepared to say,
representing an agricultural district, that
the agriculturists of this country will
never consent to see the miners here have
to compete against the labour of the
African and the Asiatic. I do not think 1
need say it is my intention to vote against
the amendment.

Me. SOLOMON (South Frema_ntle)
T am sorry Thave to express my dissatis-
faction at the manner in which the right
hon. the Premier the other day attacked

i this side of the House, more particularly

myself, for the course we are taking on
this question. I would like to call to
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the mind of the right hon. gentleman
that I have often excited the displeasure
of this side of the House in consequence
of the support which T have given the
Government, when I have found that the
questions which they brought forward
were worthy of it. But I do not think,
whatever the right hon. gentleman may
say, that any member of this House hasto
consult the right hon. gentleman as to
how he should vote. I came to this
House elected by the whole of the
electors of my district, and I claim that
I an giving their opinion when I stand
here and say what I have to say. 1 wish
to bring forward a libtle matter thab
oceurred in the Chamber of Commerce at
Fremantle, the other day. A gentleman
not long in the colony, during the recess
between the last session and this, brought
forward the following resolution at a
meeting of that Chamber: “That in
view of the undue agitation regarding
the duties on food and other articles, this
Chamber respectfully urges upon the
Government extreme caution in dealing
with tariff reductions, unless some other
means for making up the deficit other
than taxing pastoralists, agriculburists,
and others who are developing the
country, are devised.” The resolution
was bronght forward in an assembly of
about forty men, comprising the com-
mercial, slupping, and other interests of
the town of Fremantle. The Chamber
came to the conclusion that it was neces-
sary that the reduction of duties should
take place.

A Mewmeer : It was not put to the
vote.

Me. SOLOMON: If the hon. member
can dispute it, all well and good. He can
do s0 1n his place in the House. On that
occasion there were several items which I
mentioned, on which duties amounting to
£78,035 6s. Bd. were levied during the
year, from July 1st, 1896, to June 30th,
1897. These figures I obtained from the
Custom-house authorities. [Tre Pre-
MIeR: On what were they levied?] I
am going to give you the details, I know
both you and the other hon. gentlemen
opposite are anxions to hear them. The
items are as follow :—Horned cattle for
slaughter, £13,719; sheep for slanghter,
£B,678 16s; bacon, £27,579 9s. 24,
cheese, £11,504 1s. 10d.; hams, £5,025
6s. 8d.; fresh meat, £7157 6s. 2d;
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carrants, £4,576 6s. 10d. Total,
£78,0835 6s. 8d. On that occasion I
peinted out that, aceording to the state-
ment made by the right hon. gentleman
opposite, there was a surplus of £315,600.
[A M=emBer: On paper.) It does not
say much for the right hon. the Premier’s
statement about a surplus, that one of
hiz own side says it was only on paper.
I therefore argued that, even supposing
the whole of those duties were taken off,
which I do not advocate, the colony
would have a very good snrplus to
deal with. That was one of the argu-
ments I nsed on that occasion, and I
think I may very well use it now. The
right hon. the Premier claims that the
colony was never in a more prosperous
condition than it is now. Possibly it
may be so; so far as the output of gold
is concerned it undoubtedly is so; and I
think we may take it for granted that the
colony as & whole is in a prosperous con-
dition. My argument then is that, being
in such a prosperous condition, now is
the time we should make a reduction in
the food dnties, which bear so heavily on
the masses. If we do not make this
reduction now, but wait for a future
occasion when the colony cannot afford it
or may not bhe in such a prosperous
position as it s at present, then it will he
too late, But if we do it now, we can
make up--if necessary, I do not think
it would be—with taxes in other directions
for any loss that may be sustamed. T
hold that all industries should work
together in a fiscal policy which affects
the whole of the colony. Agricultural,
mining, and all other industries should
work together as a whole. It is for the
beunefit of the whole that we should work.
I would like to allude to the great expense
of the Harbour Works at Fremantle.
Before they wre finished they will cost,
I suppose, a million of money. The
interest and sinking fund on that will be
something like £60,000 a year. I say
that we should encourage the shipping as
much as possible to pay the interest.

Tur ComMISSIONER OF RaILwavys:
Sacrifice agriculture ¥

Mr. SOLOMON : It was said by the
hon. member for Beverley (Mr. Harper)
that the duty would make no difference.
I really capnot understand such an
argument. The hon. member must
remember that it is not the duty alone
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that has to be considered, but the expense
and also the deterioration of the goods
that are imported, as well as various other
matters, in dealing with a question of
this kind. I may state that in one
establishment at Fromantle the duty
alone on four items, namely cheese,
bacon, eggs, and butter, comes to £105 a
week : fhatis in oneestablishment alone.
But besides paying the duty, these estab-
lishments run a great deal of risk in
handling the goods which are of a
perishable nature. This shows, at any
rate, that there is something besides dut.v,
which has to be considered. I would
like to refer fo the annual report of the
Burean of Agriculture. Awmong other
things it states: *At present, owing to
the high price of other farm produce, I
do not think that it is time to press
farmers into butter making, as other
farm products will give a better return
with much less labour.  Regarding
cheese making, strenuous efforts should
be made to induce farmers to go in
for this industry, as it would be most
remunerative and give a greater return
than any other farm product I know of.
Ag far as my inquiries have gone, I have
failed to hear of a manufacturer of cheese
in the colony.” In view of this fact, what is
the good of putting a duty of 3d. a pound
on cheese, for the people to pay without
any reason? The subject of debate has
been so thoroughly ventilated that T
shall not detain the House any further.
I am sure that the great mass of the
coensuming population are with those who
are endeavowring to veduce the food
duties, and I am glad that the Govern-
ment have so far given way that they in-
tend to consider the guestion next session,
but, in my opinion, the present time is
most opportune.

Ter MINISTER OF EDUCATION
(Hon. H. B. Tefroy): Certain remarks
which fell from the Premier, when reply-
ing to the leader of the Opposition, were
owing, I am sure, to a feeling of sorrow
that the hon. member for South Fremantle
(Mr. Solomeon), whom we always look
upon as an old friend, should have left
him on this occasion.

Me. JamEes: He must be independent
sometimes.

Tre MINISTER OF EDUCATION:
The hon. member has said these duties
press most heavily on the masses, and he
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also told us that all industries should
work together in the fiscal policy. Lclaim
that this has been the policy of the Gov-
ernment. from the time when the right
hon. gentleman came into office in 1890,
namely, that all the different industries
of the colony should work together in a
fiscal policy. That seems to have been
the policy sticking out throughout all the
arrangements of the Government since
its imtiation. In His Excellency’s Speech
it is said that Ministers do not propose

© this session to introduce any legislation

with a view to amending the tarifi. That
was a very plain statement. It was con-
sidered inopportune to introduce any
measure of this kind at the present time,
said there ag o
what might be in the mind of the Gov-
ernment in the future. I do not think that
it is ever judicious or necessary for
the Glovernment of the day to state, in a
Speech from the CGovernor, what they
intend to do or hope to doin years to
come. The member for Albany further
has tabled a motion regretting that the
Government do not propose fo introduce
any legislation with a view to amending
the tariff. He does not say he regrets
that the Government do not propose this
segsion to amend the tanft, but he ex-
presses regret that the Government do
not propose to introduce any amendment
of the tariff at all. Now, from the state-
ments of the right hon. the Premier, 1
think all members of this House must
feel that the Government have had in
view the idea of Qoing something with
regard to the tariff; buf, as is well-
known to everybody, this is not a ques-
fion that can be settled in an hour
or in a week or in a month. Tt is a
matter that has {o be carefully considered,
and the time at present is not opportune
for that being done. The Government
have been twitted with pitting class
against class. I do not like the lu gruoque
stvle of argwmnent, but still I must say
that the Opposition appear to me to be
more desirous than the Grovernment of
pitéing one class against another. It
seems to have been sticking out of all the
arguments they have brought forward.
They have told us thai the farmers are
so lazy that they cannot produce enough
for themselves to eat, and that actually
the reduction of the duties will help them
hecause it will take off the duties on
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what they will eat themselves. It just
shows a very great want of knowledge on
the part of hon. members opposite, and it
proves to me very plainly that they have
not visited the farm-houses of the colony.

A MemBER: We do our marketing in
Perth.

Tue MINISTER OF EDUCATION :
Hon. members opposite geem to consider
that there are no industries in this ¢colony
but. those which produnce what goes down
their throats. 1i appears to me that
clothing is just as necessary to a man in
these days as food, and T have a few
figures here which will show hon. mem-
bers that, at any rate, other industries are
protected in this colony besides the
farming industry, and that these indus-
tries are not protected in any less degree.
The biscuit maker is protected, the boot
maker is protected, the tailor, the car-
penter, the wheel-wright, the harness
maker and saddler are protected, the
tanner is protected, so is the soap maker,
the candle maker, the confectioner, the
brewer, the tobacco manufacturer, the
boat maker and the fisherman, also the
brick maker, and even the tent maker—
all these industries are protected; and I
would like the people of this country, the
workers, the men who work at other in-
dustries hesides farming, to take these
facts into comsideration. In the year
1896 we brought into this colony biscuits
to the value of £9,000, the duty being
36 per cent.

Me. Srvrson - We will help you to
reduce that.

Tae MINISTER OF EDUCATION:
In 1896 also there were bhoots introduced
to the value of over £86,000, and T notice
the member for East Perth (Mr. Janes)
does not raise the uestion with regard
to these duties upon town industries.

Mg. James: In all these cases you tax
the raw material. You tax the flour and
von tax the leather.

Tue MINISTER OF EDUCATION :
I notice the hon. member does not take
these things into consideration, but 1
hope his constituents, who I am sure are
fair-minded people, will take them into
consideration. 'FThere were bricks to the
value of over £36,000 brought into the
colony in 1896, with a duty of 20 per
cent. on them, and I wonder whether
the member for the Swan (Mr. Bwing)
would advocate the reduction of the
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duty on bricks. Probably he would not.
The total duty paid on bricks was £773.
The harness maker and the saddler intro-
duced studf required m their trade to the
value of £21,000, and that trade is pro-
tected with a duty of 15 per cent. and 20
per cent. respectively.  Carts, cmriages,
and wagous were introduced lo the value
of £34,000, with a duty of 20 per ceut.
on them. Furniture was introduced to
the value of £42,000, with u dnty of 20
per cent.  Doors were introduced to the
value of £0,000, with a duty of 20 per
cent. Sole and harness leather was intro-
duced to the value of £12,000, with a
duty of 15 per cent. Even scap was
introduced to the value of £9,000, with a
duty of 20 per cent.; and surely hon.
members on the other side of the House,
and those representing the goldfields,
will admit that soap isas great 4 neces-
sity as water. Tumber was infro-
duced to the value of £48,000, the duty
being 20 per cent. Candles were intro-
duced to the amount of £18,000, with a
duty of 40 per cent.  The value of these
articles I have enumerated comes to
nearly £300,000; and, as these articles
are manufactured in the colony, the pro-
tection 1s put on to induce production—
that is what it is done for—-ag well as to
raise revenue. I would like to point out,
and I am coming to the pith of my argu-
ment, that sheep to the value of £27,000
were introduced during the same year,
with a duty of 20 per cent. ad vilovem,
adding to the revenue £5,633. The duty
on meat amounts to no more than the
duty on bhoots, or on many of those
articles I have enumerated.

Mr. Vosrer: We do not live on
boots.

Ture MINISTER OF EDUCATION :
The men who work in these industries
want employment ; they want good wages,
and they cannot get the same wages if the
industry is not protected as they can get
wlen it is protected.

Mr. Simpson: Do you say wages are
higher in protected countries ?

Tae MINISTER OF EDUCATION:
Flonr was introduced fo the value of
£152,000 in the same yvear, and the duty
on it was 15 per cent. ad waloven.
Wheat, of which so much is said, was
introduced to the value of £4,000, the
duty being 12 per cent. ad walorem.
There are memnbers eon the Opposition
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side of the House who seem to grudge a

little protection to these industries, but I
say the object of the Grovernment is to
build up the different industries of the
colony, and to care for the interests of the
people who are engaged in them.

Mz. InLiveworTts: You cannot build
up an industry withoust food.

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION:
The object of the Government is to do for
one industry the same as is done for
every industry. The member for South
Fremantle (Mr. Solomon) picked out
only one item in the tariff, and that was
cheese, and I am quite sure the Govern-
ment would give him that. One hon.
member—1I think it was the member for
North- East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) —told
<us that wntil the food production approxi-
mated to the conswmption more closely,
it was not right of the Govermment to tax
wheat. Why then are these other indus-
tries taxed, when certainly the pro-
duction does not approximate to the
consumption? T think the argument
holds good that one is just as much
entitled to profection as the other. If
we were going inte freetrade pure and
sbuple, I could understand the contention
of some members on the Oppesition side;
but hon. members do not distinetly ad-
vocate freetrade. They appear to me
simply to pit one section of producers
in the colony against other sections, and
they are quite prepared to protect the
producers in the towns, but will not pro-
tect producers in the country districts.
“Great ns the pastoral industries are,”
said the hon, member for East Perth,
“he hoped the (Government would re-
member those industries in towns where
the want of protection is retarding the
progress of those industries.” The hon.
member interrupted me now when I was
speaking of these town industries, but
these words I have quoted from his
speech show he had these industries in
his mind at the time. And what have
the Government done? They have pro-
tected these industries; therefore I would
appeal to hon. members who represent
the workers in the town industries to
consider whether it is fair and equitable
té take the duty off the productions of the
country districts, and let the duties remain
on articles that are produced in the towns.

Mg. VosrEr: You are going to do it,
in any case,

!
|
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Tae MINISTER OF EDUCATION :
We have not yet told hon. mem-.
hers what we are going to do.  (Several
interjections. )}

Tue Seeaker: Order, order!

Tue MINISTER OF EDUCATION:
The Premier has stated that this matter
will be taken inte consideration, and
when the right hon. geutleman telis
members opposite that such will be
done, they can rest assured that it will be
so.
Mr. IcvivowortH: We'll see to
that.

Tue MINISTER OF EDUCATION :
This amendment moved by the member
for Albany is reully the outcome of what
one has to éxpect in party politics, and
I for one do not blame the hon.
member in bringing it forward, because
it is right, in the interests of the country,
that this cuestion should be debated i1n
Parliament. It was made a test ques-
tion, to a certain extent, at the general
election; and if we are to fight out
this batile, the hest place is on the
floor of this House. Hon. mem-
bers are here to represeni the dif-
ferent constituencies of the colony, and
1 hope the constituents who sent them
have not sent them here merely as
delegates, but as representatives, and
have not told theni, cut and dried, what
they are to do. I hope they are not so
bound round, body and soul, as to do
that. What sort of representative can
constituents have, if their member is
willing te be told that he must do this or
he must do that ? I think it is not the
duty of a member to represent a con-
stituency in that way ; for any member
who allows himself to be trammelled in
such a way is not worthy to represent a
constitnency at all. There may be certain
vital questions connected with the
interests of the country, in regard to
which the electors of a district may have
strong feelings. I have no doubt that is
s0, but those feelings have been engen-
dered, and have been embittered, I may
say, by the fact that this question of the
food duties was made a party question
at the eleciions in some constituencies, and
issues were brought forward by candidates,
some of whom presented to the electors
only one phase of the question and not
the other phases of it. If this guestion
were properly laid before the people in
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the constituencies, as it has been laid
before this House in the present debate,
T think the people would agree with the
policy of the Government; and I hope
those members in this House who re-
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present town constituencies id goldfields -

constituencies will feel that the Govern-
ment desire to promote the interests and
welfare of the people at Iurge, and not
only the farming industry. The Govern-

ment in the past have never shown, by
any one action, thal, they favoured any - X
" have that stream of water flowing through

particnlar industry in this country; but
the object of the Govermnent is to build
up the industries of this country and
make it a desirable place to live in.  We
wish to settle the people on the soil, and
try to make the colony self-supporting.
Some persons may laugh at the idea of
making this country self-supporting, and
they may call it what they like, but I
think it is a noble ambition on the part
of the Government. T would appeal to
the patriotism of hon. members who are
West « Australions, to consider the
pesition we are in at the present moment.
What are we trying to do? We have
been trying to raise up this old colony
from an unknown position to one that is
known, hLelped by its great natwal
resources, and particularly the gold; and
we claim that, owing to this great ad-
vantage, which has drawn population to
our colony in such large numbers, and is
enabling us to incrense the preductions of
the soil, we at the same time should
endeavour so to legislate that, when the
gold goes—though 1t will take some long
time to go—when it does go, there will be
something for West Australia to depend
upon. I hope that when the division bell
rings, and we divide on this motion, hou.
members will cast off all ideasofimaginary
pledges which they may have made
on the hustings—-{A Memger: They are
real]—and that they will consider what
their constituents would prefer them to
do, whether to vote on this occasion for
the Government who are doing their best
for the different industries of the colony,
or to vote for an amendment which means
the overthrow of the Government, of
which contingency the member for North-
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They have stated so on the hustings, and
I lave no doubt they will prove it by
their actions m this House. I do not
think uny worse of those hon. gentlemen
for their having taken up a position of
that kind ; but, at the same time, there
are other hon, gentlemen in this House
who have not got those strong feelings
against the present CGovernment, and I
would ask these members to stick to the
Government on this occasion. T would
ask those mining members who wish to

their districts, to remember what the
action of the Government has been in the
past. 1 Dbelieve hon. gentlemen in this
House will consider the question in a free
and independent light, and that they will
vote, not In accordance with what some-
may imagine their constituents might
expect them to do, but that they will vote
against the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for Albany, knowing full well their
constituents will support them in their
action,

Mr. LYALL HALL (Perth): T rise
at this stage of the debate to state, as
clearly and concisely as I min able to do,
my intentions in regard to the vote about
to be cast on the amendment of the hon.
member for Albany. T hope, as one of
those who have expressed themselves as
fuvourable to tarff reform, this House
will give me credit for a full consideration
of the subject, when I say that the
amendment is simply a snare and a
delusion, and an attempt oo the part of

" the member for Albany to obtain office

by means of o chance majority.

Me. ILuivawortH : Wenever dreamed
of it.

Mr. LYALL HALL: There is no
doubt in my mind as to how hon. members
who are located on this (the Ministerial)
side of the House, and who, like myself,
are desirous of obtaining a revision of the

" tariff, will vote ; for the question is simply

East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) speaks so -

lightly. Certain hon. gentlemen have
come into this House with the distinct
and avowed object of opposing the
Government, through thick and thin.

this: Are we to turn out the Forrest
Government, and have in its placea weak
Leake Administration which would not
last twenty-fowr hours ?

A Msemarr: It would last longer than
that, you know.

Mr. LYALL HALL: The matter of
the food duties is, 1 think, a small
question compared with the desire of some
hon. members opposite to obtain pos-
session of the Treasury benches. Al-
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though many of us wre desirous of
_ geiting a review of the fariff, the question
we have to ask ourselves is, cun the
country afford, at the present time, to
discard a tried and trusted Ministry in
favour of the members who sit on the
Opposition benches ? I think, Defore
hon. members are led away—I was going
to say led astray—by the volatile clap-
trap, for T can call it nothing else, of the
member for Albany, they are in duty
bound to consider the question as a whole;
and, if they do this, they will at once
come to the conclusion that it would he
the extreme of political idiocy to discard
the Government which has citried this
colony along so fuithfully and well during
the last six vears; and to prefet the idle
promises of the present Opposition. T
think that the very worst thing that
could happen to the country at the pre-
sent fime would be to find itself plunged
into the darkness of a political crisis;
and I, for one, will not, by my vote, aid
and abet such a calamity. T admit that,
with regard to the question of the food
duties, 1 believe that the remission
of some, and the abelition of others,
would be a good thing for the country;
but I would sooner see the reform initi-
ated by a Government which stunds well
with the country, than by a Government
which would be continually fighting for
existence, and would be turned out of
oftice before they could even commence
many of the reforms which they have no
doubt contemplated. We have the
promise of the Premier that this matter
will be considered early next session;
and, under these circumstances, I hope
those inembers who have like views tomy
own in this matter will vote solidly on
this occasion with the Government.
With regard to my promise made upon
the hustings

Me. Siarsow:
about that.

Mg, LYALL HALL : The member for
the Swan (Mr. Ewing) went out of his
way to read a little homily to myself and
the member for West Perth (Mr. Wood).
I am myself guite satisfied on that score,

You need not bother
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and any pledges I made on the hustings :

I am prepared to faithfully carry out.
Mz. Ewirg: It was in regard to the
reservation, .
Mr. LYALL HALL: With regard to
the reservation, the proof that my senti-
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ments received the approbution of the
electors in Perth was horne out by the fict
that T was returned to support the Forrest
Ministry aguinst the strongest man that
the Opposition could bring ferward (Mr.
S. H. Parker). The hon. member for
the Swan (AMr. Ewing) talked very glibly
about the Government representing a
minority. Why, that is the very position
of the hon. member himself ; because he
knows very well that, had it not been for
two Ministerial supporters—[A MEMBER :
Three]—going to the poll instead of one,
he would not now even be representing
the mnority he does represent. An
ounce of pructice is always worth a pound
of theory; and, it it be the theory of the
hon. member that the majority only
should be represented, then he should at
once retire from the position he now
oceupies—from the seat which he, under
these circumstances, has no longer any
right to hold. T shall support the Go-
vernment in this matter, in the hope that
the question of the duties will be con-
sidered during the next session, and that
they will be considered in a comprehensive
manner. I cannot support the amend-
ment at the present time. Tt has been
brought forward in a most irregular way.
I hope that the whole question will be
considered next session in a comprehensive
manner, and to the entire satisfaction of
the colony.

Mr. WALLACE: T am compelled to
rise to address this House, after hearing
the remarks of the member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper) and the member for Perth
(Mr. Hall). It appears to me that the
debate on tlie amendment has not been
adhered to by members on the Govern-
ment side of the House. Their desire
has Dbeen, all through, te dictate to the
younger members on this side of the
House, the ““handful,” as the right hen.
gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment was pleased to term them. But
the one point that ¥ wish to speak on
now is the principle of the protective
policy of the Government. As a young
member, and an inexperienced one, 1
am at a loss to clearly understand the
policy of the Government. The Premier
tells us his desire is to protect all in-
dustries; but all I have heard in the
House this session goes to show that the
agricultural and pastoral industries are
protected at the expense of the mining
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industry. We have various instances of
that. The member for South Fremantle
{Mr. Solomon) has touched on some mat-
ters of immportance, not only to the working
classes and the members of the mining
community, but to the whole of the people
of the colony, especially in regard to the
meat duties. In questioning the principle
of the policy of the Grovernment, I would
like to leatrn why it is that, if it is pro-
tection to the agriculturists and graziers,
who seem to be the pets of the Govern-
ment, if it is protection to them to nnpose
8 heavy duty on dead meat, why is not
the same protection wiven by a higher
duty on live stock? I will give you an
instance. For yeurs we have been trying
in this colony to eradicate all sorts of
diseases. This has been, to a very great
extent, the cause of bringing down the
agriculturists and graziers to the state
they wre in now. But here, under
a protectionist Grovernment, we are al-
lowed to import live stock bringing with
them all kinds of diseases. An instance
was brought to light the other day of
sheep imported into the colony recently,
which were discovered to have mtroduced
the tick into this country. If the policy
of the Government is to protect every
industry, and more especially the farmers
and graziers, why is it that they levy such
an extortionate duty on dead meat, while
the few people in the colony who import
the live stock are allowed to bring them in
atan almost nominal rate? The Premier
has gone very largely into the protection
given to the mniners, and has dealt with
the subject very clearly, to a great extent.
There is one matter, however, that I would
like to bring under the notice of the right
hon. gentleman, and that is that if he
feels so kindly towards the miner as Le
professes to do, and gives him the pro-
tection that he is continually telling us
he is giving, why does he not proteet
the miner agninst the Asiatic class of
workers?

Tee Premier: We have promised to
do that. You cannot bhave read the
Governor’'s Speech.

A Mzemser: You have promised tha
for years. ‘

Mr. WALLACE : As I told the right
honourable gentleman during the last
short session, I set no value on promises.

The Presier: You wusthave had a
bad sort of people to deal with.

(ASSEMBLY.)

Amendment, food dulice,

Mr. WALLACE: Here we have u
Government, a truly p:mterua,l Govern-
ment, who are professing to protect the
white portion of the population against
all sorts of coloured races, and yet we
have instances before us now of their
placing the Asiatic on the same level as
the white miner by issuing miners’ rights
to them, and not only that, hut going
further.

Trr PrEMIER: Some of your regis-
trars up on the goldfields did that, but
they are all dismnissed.

A Memeer: The member for Centrnl
Murehison (Mr. Illingworth) was re-
turned by Chinese voters.

Mr. WALLACE: The Government
also, to show their kindly protection to
this class of people, are at the present
moment employers of Asiatic labour.

Tue PrEMIER: Where is that ?

Mr. WALLACE : On the Murchison.

THe Premier: I do not think the
Government employ any  Chinese
labourers, Oh! hemeanspersons employed
by contractors.

Mr. WALLACE: I am guite sure of
what I am speaking about. The Gov-
ernment at the present time are em-
ploying Afghans in the construction of
public works, when there are scores of
white men looking for work.

Tre PreEmier: That is an exaggera-
tion, you know.

Mr. WALLACE: I can sabisfy the
hon. gentleman that what I am speaking
about 1s the truth, and I will endeavour
to do that, if possible. In the construe-
tion of the telegraph line from Yalgoo to
Gullewa, the Gtovernment are employing
Afghans, and in the construction of the
telegraph line from Pindathura to Murgoo,
Afghan labour is being employed. That
is, 1 think, sufficient to convinge the hon.
gentleman that I am speaking the truth.
It has been proved long before to-day
that white men can conduct camels guite as
well as Afghans, and in most cases better.
Some hon. gentlemen on the Ministerial
side of the House—I say some, because the
majority of them are agriculturists or
graziers—are pitting one class against the
other, which 15 not a desirable state of
things. The class we are supporting is a
class that is suffering at the hands of the
present protectionist Government, and
it we sit here and allow them to be treated
in the way they arc being treated, we are
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not worthy to represent them. To further
satisfy the Premicr as to the protection
given to Asiatics, I will refer him to
the free list, and he will see that the
food stuffs on which the Asiatics can
solely live are on the free list. There is
another matter which the Premier brought
before the House: he asked the guestion
whether the colony should be made the
dumping ground for the whole of the
other colonies 7 1f we find it is to our
advantage, in the development of this

[26 Ocroser, 1897.]

colony, to allow this pluce to be a dump-

ing ground, I say we should allow it to
be made a dumping ground. We have
herealotof people who aresupporting their
families inother colonies, and I do notknow

whether the Premier referred tothese fumi--

lies when he spoke about this colony being
a dumping ground for the other colonies.
Tee Premier: Not at all. 1 say
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balf policy that is now in existence, Hon.
menbers ou the other side of the Hounse
will, no doubt, excuse the supporters of
the Government in voting in opposition
to their pledges.

At 625 pam. the Sreaxer left the
chair.

At 730 p.m. the Sreakrr resumed the
chair.

Mr. MORGANS (Coolgardie): M.
Speaker, In regard fo this imporiant
question now hefore the House, I feel, after

: lhisteningto the ablespeechesmade, that the

plainly, why allow other countries to ’

send things in here free, when we cannot
send anything back again ?

Mr. WALLACE: I think if the
people of the other colonies have had
the same experience as I have had of
Western Australian flour, they are very

wise in putting a £5 protective duty on -

it. The feeling of the Government
towards the majority of the consumers is
clear enough to everybody. As long as
the Government can protect the agui-
culturist, no matter at what cost to the
mining population, they will do it.
member for North BMurchison (Mr.
Kenny), speaking on food duties and on
the meat question, reminded the Premier
that if the meat ring was responsible for
the duties on meat, it would be wise for
the Government to compensate that ring
so as to have those duties removed. The
Government are fostering a monoply by
keeping the duties on meat.

Tue Premier: The duty is the same
m Victorie, strange to say.

Mr. WALLACE: If ii were not for
the importation of dead meat, I think we
should fare very badly. It has been said
by some hon. members that the meat
which is being sold is not of the best
quality. I have noficed that the meat
coming from the North-West is not of the
best quality either. I will not take up
the time of the House longer, and T hope
before the debaie cloges to hear something
clear as to the policy that the Ctovern-
ment intend te adopt—not the half-and-

The

principal point has beenoverlooked. From
whati I can understand, this question is one
involving two very Important issues. One
of these represents the financial side of
the question, and the other the cconomic.
So far as I have been able to glean from
the debate, most of the hen. members
who have addressed the House have
directed their attention principully to the
financial side.  Before proceeding to
make any definite remarks on this point,
1 beg to refer to one or two matters that
have cropped up in the course of the
debate In reference to the position of
certain members of this House who
have given definite pledges with
regard to their votes on this issue,
T ke to be frank in all thege questions at
all times, and I say to this House at once,
I was pledged to the lili to vote in favour
of a reduction of the food duties. Had it
not heen for the changed attitude of the

" Governmeni—or rather, T will put it in

another way and say that, had it not been
for the fact thut the Prenier has to some
extent given to the goldfields members a
concession upon tlis point. I should have
felt mysell compelled, even perbaps
against my inclinations, to have recorded
my vote against the Government on this
occusion. I have also, on more than one
occasion, been asked what my politics are.
I am sitting on the cross benches, and as
I came into this House as the representa-
tive of Coolgurdie, without pledging my
support to either the Government or the
Opposition, T look upon myself as an
independent member.  Some people, and
rightly so, feel it is their duty to take a
stronyg position on one side or the other.
But T feel that an independent member

. also vccupies u strong position on the vross
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benches, At times it iz as necessary to
put the brake on the Govermment as it is
on the Opposition, and viee versd; and I
thimk my friends and myself who sit on
the cross benches are in a very good
position forapplying the brake when neces-
sary. Many members, like myself, are
new to this House. Iam willing to admit
that so far as my knowledge of parliamen-
tary usages is concerned—I will even go
further and say that so far as my know-
ledge of general politics is concerned—I
look wpon myself as a babe and suckling.
There are others who are equally babes
and sucklings with myself. I have been
told that it is a milk-and-water policy to
sit on the cross benches of Parlinment.
[A Mempger: Especially water.] Well,
I think thatif we are babes and sucklings,
a judicious mixture of water with our
milk is a good thing for all of us. At
any rate, I observe that ull my honourable
friends in this House who are in the habit
of paying their tribute to Bacchus, makea
judicions mixture of water with their
whisky. So far as some of my friends
on this side of the House are concerned,
I am perfectly certain that very few of
them take whisky or water alone. T may
say that on one oceagion T saw the leader
of the Opposition take a little water alone,
but it was not more than a tablespoonful,
I would now refer to the member for
North-East Coolgardie. In his speech
he, with withering scorn, turned upon
the goldfields members and reminded
them of their pledges to their constituents
on the hustings. He was, perbaps, per-
fectly right in doing that, because every
honourable member feels himself hound
to carry out the pledges he gives. Sofarag
T am concerned, 1 feel that my obligation
and my pledges will have been fulfilled
after I have recorded my vote to-uight, in
consequence of the concession that has
been made by the Government. That is
equivalent to saying I intend to record
my vote in favour of the Government I
did not, promise my constituents on the
hustings to follow my honourable and
esteemed friend, the member for North-
East Coolgardie, in all his ways. Icame
into this House with the intention of
following him when I considered he was
in the right path, and when T find him
there 1 shall be the fivst to follow him, T
hope he will have the sane sentiments in

regiurd to myself, and that I shall find |
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him following me to-night in this division.
When iny constituents know all the facts
connected with this debate, and have had
the opportunity of realising and under-
standing its purport, they will entirely
indorse the position I intend to take this
evening, I said in the commencement of
my address that this great question,
as T understand it, is one baving
two important sides—the financial and
the economic side. If the Govermmnent
were disposed to relieve the country
of the whole of the food duties, they
would only have to sacrifice the sum
of £176,000. That is a very small sum,
especially for a Government who, accord-
ing to their own showing, are in a state
of great financial prosperity. There are,
however, other matters in connection with
this question which, before the removal
of this sum of money from the Estimates,
require profound consideration. If the
financial side were the only aspect of the
question, the duties could easily be re-
moved ; because it is not a difficult watter
for a Government which has a revenue of
upwards of three millions of money to
strike off a sum of £176,000, and
find some other means of taxing the
people in order to make up that
amount, providing taxation were necessary.
I may say that, if the right hon
gentleman does not see any way of plac-
ing a tax upon the products or upon the
people of this colony, I believe I can
point out one or two very good directions
in which he might successfully do this.
However, it is not my intention to-night
to point out these things, but on some
futuwre occasion I hope to have the
pleasure of doing so.  Now, with regard
to the economic side of this question,
that involves more points than all other
considerations put together. It involves
not only the well-being of consumers,
but of producers, and therefore the ques.
tion as it affects these two interests must
be considered together and at the same
time, and we must arrive at conclusions
that are fair to both sides. It could
hardly he a fair thing, in view of the fact
that the Government of this country have
already prepared o Dbudgei, to ask
them now to re-adjust the proposed
system of taxation.  This is hardly a
time to expect the Government, when
they have just made up their accounts,
and we about to place them hefore the
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House and before the country, to make | “serious,” thatthe position is a dangerous

such alterations as would be necessitated
by a complete change in their fiscal
policy. The time I conceive for doing
this will he when, at the end of the
session the Government, in view of the

one, but T think the position is iem-
porarily serious for the Government, and
therefore they will have to husband all
their resources in order to remove them-

« selves from the dificulties in which they

coming session, will be thinking of ve- |

arranging their budget. Now that we
have a definite promise from the right
hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment in reference to the readjustment of
those important duties, that will be the
time when this alteration should be made.
When the time for the fulfilment of that
promise arrives I shall be giad, with my
hon. friends on this side of the House, to
take part in trying to make the hest
terms with the right hon. gentleman that
we possibly can.
must result in much good, because many
important points in connection with the
food duties have cropped up that might
otherwise have escaped the attention of

T think this debate -

hon. members on both sides of the House. -

I think the Government will be able to
learn a very valuable lesson from this
important debate; and, if there were no
other reason than that, I think our thanks
would be duec to the hon. member, the

leader of the Opposition, for having

accepted the challenge which the right
hon. gentleman so boldly threw down at
his feet. The Premier stated distinctly—
and I must congratulate the right hon.
gentleman in bhaving done so—that he
threw the challenge down. Some hon.
gentlemen have considered that the hon.

the leader of the Opposition threw down -

the challenge, but that is not so. It was
thrown down by the Government, and it
has been picked up by the hon. gentleman,
the leader of the Opposition, and I am
bound to say it has resulted in a very
fertile Dattle.
matter in connection with this question,

Now fhaere is one other -

and that, is the present financial position

of the country.
returns recently made, and I understand
from them that the revenue of this country
in three months has decreased to the
amount of £25,000. If this be so, that is

I have studied some

another reason why the Government
should bhe cautious in dealing with this |

question of finance; becanse, if there has
been this reduction of £25,000 in the
revenue, I am Dbound to say that the
Government are in u serious position. I

must find themselves with regard to
finances. The right hon. gentleman has
told us that this is not nn opportune
moment for flonting leans. I am quite
uble to indorse that statement, because I
know something of the financial market
in London, and the right hon. gentleman
ig quite vight when he tells this House
that it is an inopportune moment for
floating loans. That might wrise from
two couses. It might arise from an
excess in the wmount of loans pluced on
the market on the part of this Govern-
ment, or it might arise from another con-
sideration, namely, that the market is not
favourable.

M=z, Leage: It is favourable to South
Australia and Queensland.

Me. MORGANS : That may be so, but
I think the reason why itis not convenient
for us to place a loan on the market at
the present time arises from both the
facts to which T have just referred.

Mr. IrciveworrH: Canada cun place
a loan at 2 per cent.

Mr. MOEGANS: There is aun casy
answer to the pomt raised by the hon.
member for Central Murchison. The
financial strength of Canada is very,
different from the financial strength of
Western Aostralia.  Owing to the greater
security that Canada can offer, she may
easily be able to borrow money at 2 per
cent., but I should think if this colony
coukd borrow money at 3% per cent. we
would be doing very well indeed. 1f the
Government had been able to place a.
loan, their financial position would
have been much stronger, and I should
have more heart in asking them to
reduce these duties; but they have not
been able to do so. It is true that the
right hon. the Premier tells us that he
has made arrangements for the disposal of
Treasury bills, and that is the natural
way for a Government to finance, and it
is oot discreditable to the Government,
that they are doing so. TIf the Govern-
ment wre to denl with the question of
taxation, 1t is perfectly clear it will require
a considerable amount of their tine and

do not mean to say, when using the word | attention; and I could not advise the
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Government, even if T were sitting on that
side of the House and took any patt in
advising them, to undertake this question
of the alteration of the tariff, or of the im-
position of further taxation, without a
deal of further considerntion. It requires
time, and between this debate and the
date that the next hudget will be prepared,
I think the Government will have time to
give this very important matter the con-
sideration wlich it deserves, and I hope it
may result in much good, and to the entire
satisfoction of this side of the House. T am
afraid we are exacting on this side of the
House—I am myself, and my friends are
too—Dbut we are patriotic on this side of
the House as well as on the other, and our
object is the well-being of the country.
I am bound to say that I consider the
position taken up by the right hon.
gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment with reference to these food duties
is o little inconsistent.

Mr. Leare: Hear, hear.

Mr. MORGANS : The leader of the
Opposition says “*hear, hear,” to my
attack on the leader of the Government.

Mr. Leax®: It is not an attack, but
an absolute fact.

Mr. MORGANS : 1 am sure the right
hon. the Premier will be very glad to hear
my reason for saying he is inconsistent.
‘When he made that celebrated speech at
Bunbury, which T read with the greatest
.interest, he said that it was not the object
of the Government, in imposing food
duties, to get a revenue from them, but to
protect the agricultural industry of this
colony. Now, I am entirely in accord
with that object, and I think and hope a
little later on to show that it is quite a
right policy to pursue; but now the right
hon. gentleman tells us that he wants these
duties for revenue.

Tue PruMrer: I said, for only this
year, at present.

Me. MORGANS: I will accept the
explanation of the right hon. gentleman,
but until T received that explanation I
felt T was right in saying that he was
rather inconsistent in the views he ex-
pressed on this question. Now, with
regard to this point, I would say this: I
believe the Government should keep to
that protective tarift, for a tine, for hoth
these purposes. 1 belicve these dulies
are required both for revenue and for
protection, und * would like to see the

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Amendanent, food duties.

Government—if they intend to take a
stand on this guestion—to take a stand
on hoth these grounds; because I think
it more logical to stand on both than to
stand only on ome. There is another
matter in connection with this. I observe
that when the Minister for Mines made a
speech in the Upper House recently, he took
the apposite position entirely, and said he
consi}lered it would be a disgrace to this
country if we kept these duties on for pro-
tective purposes, that we wanted them for
revenue only. Now, I still repeat that I
consider these duties should be kept on
for Dboth purposes--that is, both for
revenue and for protection, Now I come
to one other point, and that is, the
(Government, no doubt, will take into
consideration their financial position. I
am sure they have done so. From what
T have seen so far of their way of doing
business, I think they have looked care-
fully into the question of the finances of
this country. I believe they have in-
curred expenditure at rather o rapid rate;
but, at the same time, I think we must
be prepared to admit that inuch, if not
all, of the expenditure that has heen in-
curred on public works in this colony has
been an absolute necessity. A great deal
of money has been spent on public works
and railways, and for many other pur-
poses. An expenditure has been incurred
also, among other things, on the Buubury
harbour. I do not agree with many of
my friends on this side of the House who
have expressed views adverse to that
work. I think it has been undertaken
with 2 good object, and that good results
have Deen attained, and that the same
may be said with regard to many other
public works. But I would call the
attention of the Government to their
financial position. I am sure the reduc-
tion in the revenue will not continue for
long, but the Government should exercise
every care and economy in dealing with

. the finances of this colony for the coming

twelve months. There are many aspects
to the question of doing away with public
works, in a colony of this kind. It is not
an easy matter for the Governtuent to
suspend all public works, because it
means throwing a large number of
men out of employment; and in view
of the very large number now secking
cmployment on the goldfields, and

! I am told also on the coast, it certainly
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would be a terrible state of things to
find several thousand more thrown on the
market. I think we have to take that
side of the question also inte cousideration

in dealing with this matter of public '

works. Public works afford an outlet
for a large amount of labour, and the
workers of this colony have a very great
interest in this question as well as our.
selves. My principal electioneering state-
ment was that I desired to see a free
breakfast and a free dinner table. I do
desire that, and I can only hope that we
shall practically arrive at that, at no very
distant date, so soon as the agricul-
turists of this country produce enough
at least to sustain the population of the
colony.

Mgz. Leaxg: Would you knock off the
duties then?

Mr. MORGANS: Not necessarily, but
I think some could be taken off at that
time. I would not advocate it now. With
regard to the economic side of this ques-
tion, I obtained some rveturns showing
the exact position of the food duties in
relation to the export of money from
this colony, and I find as near as possible
that the total amount of monev expended
upon foreign food stuffs imported into
this colony in 1896 amounted to one and
a half millions sterling. Now all this
material that is bronght into this colony
from South Australia, from Victoria, from
other colonies, and from other parts of the
world, means that a corresponding sum
has to go out of the colony to pay for it;
and, therefore, looking at this enormous
export of money for food which T main-
tain can be produced in this colony, I say
that it is an appalling fact, and one that
should alinost make the members of this
House tremble, especially when we re-
member that it amounts to nearly half
the total revenue of tlus colony. Now,
it 15 perfectly clear to the mind of every
hon. member in thizs House that every
pound that goes out of this colomy to
another colony, or to any other country,
for the purpose of paying for anything
that comes here, is one pound lost to this
colony and one pound gained by the other.

A MEenBgr: What about jarrah tim-
ber?

Me. MORGANS : [t is the sume
thing. The money is lost. Tt may be a

question of exchange, a question of
Larter, but this is an economis fuct which
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you cannot get away from, that every
ponnd which is sent out of this country
to pay for something in another country
is a loss of one pound to this country.

A Memner: It depends on the circum-
stances.

Mr. MORGANS: No, Ido not think
it does. The point is this: can this
enormous export of money from this
country be stopped. 1 think it can.
Surely a colony with so many thousands
and tens of thousands of square miles can
produce food enough for a population of
160,000 people. If it cunnof, then I
should say it would be very much better
to give up all idea of agriculture and
pastoral pursuits in this country, if all

_these thousands. of acres that we have at

our disposal cannot produce enough
food for our population. If it be so, I
am very much mistaken in my estimate
of its economic value. We know that at
the present time wu large amount of stulf
is produced in the country, and as far as
I can understand it is only a question of
increasing the number of acres put under
cultivation for supplying the demands of
the population. We have only 160,000
people, and why should not this colony
feed one million, if necessary # The land
is good enough to produce food, for I
have seen in various places corn and
vegetables growing plentifully, and it is
only a question of cultivating the soil
in order to do what we desire {0 see
done.  Apart from this, you have the
pastoral industry, and I have been
making inguiries into this important
industry, and find the number of cattle
is ingrensing very largely. T was told a
few days ago that several stations in the
northern part of the colony will, with-
in ten or twelve years from the present
time, have each a quarter of a million
head of cattle upon them. If this be so,
and I sec no reason why it should not
be, there is every ground for hoping and
believing that this colony will and must
produce all that is necessary for its popu-
lation. T do not profess to know much
about the agricultural indostry, but I
have heen making inguiries into it, and
the remarks I have made will convey
what my impressions are. I do ot insist
upou them as being ubsolutely correct,
but they are impressions carefully forined,
und T believe this colony can procduce
all we require. I will wo to another
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point that I know something more
about, and that is the production of
gold in this colony. At the present
moment the production of gold here is
larger, T am glad to say, than in any
other Australasian colony. I think this
a very flattering position for the new
colony of Western Australin, as a gold
producer, to be placed in. After an
exploitation of only four yvears, for that is
practically whbat 1t means, it now takes
the lead of all the colonies on this conti-
nent. I, as an adopted son of Western
Australia, feel proud of that record, and
I think the country may well feel proud
also. But what about this gold we are
taking out of the country ? TIf we look
at the economic side of the question, we
find that 85 per cent. of the total produc-
tion of gold 1s leaving the colony for good.
Looking at it from an economic point of
view, I say it is an appalling fact, and the
duty of legislators in this colony should

[ASSEMBLY.]

be to find some means of remedying what °

T consider to be the greatest possible evil.
We are really removing 85 per cent. of
the gold from Western Aunstralia, for
the benefit of other colonies and
other countries. [TrE Premier: Hear,
hear.] There must be some means found
for preventing this enormous loss to the
colony. There must be some means
found of arresting this enormous export
of the treasures of this country. "These
are the important questions that hon.
members of this House must direct their
aftention to. What is the position of
Victoria with regard to the produetion of
gold at the present time? T have not
been able to obtain any absolutely reliable
statistics with regard to this, but from
the statistics T have in my possession, as
far as I can understand, the loss of gold
to the colony of Victoria is only from 18
to 25 per cent.; that is to say, Victoria
is practically keeping within its confines
from 70 to 80 per cent. of the gold pro-
duced within that colony. Compare the
position of Western Australia with that
of Victoria in this respect, and what is
it ? It is a very unfavourable comparison
for Western Australia, and a very favour-
able one for Victorin. It will be for
hon. members to decide what is  the best
means of preventing this  terrible out-
flow of the riches of this colony into
the votfers of other countries.
M. Cars: Keep out British capital.

Amendment, food duties.

Mgr. MORGANS: I do notunderstand
the principle upon which the member for
Yilgarn makes that statement.

Mgr. Oars: Work the mines yourselves,
and get the gold, and keep the profit.

Mgr. MORGANS: British capital has
been the means of producing this gold to a
very large extent, and I should be sorry
to see it kept out of the colony.

Mz. Oars: Youocannot keep the money
in, else.

Me. MORGANS: Of course, it must he
clenr to the mind of every one looking at
the value of the gold that is being ex-
ported, thiat someone is getting the benefit
of it. We must find some means of pre-
venting that.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH:
your inines,

Mzr. MORGANS: That is perfectly true.
I would like to explain to the hon. member
that one of the great causes of theenormous
drain in production of gold in this country
is the export of money out of the wages
paid for prodncing the geld, and that is a

You have sold

drain, an export, which I contend we can

Iam
At any rate, if we are

to a very lm'ge extent prevent.
certain that is so.

" losing 85 per cent. of the gold obtained

in this colony, we are not getting more
than 15 per cent. of the advantage to the
colony. Passing now to another part of
this question, that of the total amount of
imports into the country, my friend the
member for Central Murchison (Mr
Tlingworth) the other night stated, in
reference to balances, that the exports
and imports showed these balances. Well,
to some extent the hon. member is right
in that conclusion, although to make his
statement complete it would be necessary
to take into account the effect of trade
balances in ovder to strike a true balance.
But it is a matter of very small im-
portance. The question we have before
us is one relating to the duties, and an
important point is to see what is the total
amount of imports and what is the total
amount that is collected upon them. So
far as I can understand, the returns of
the Government in the year 1896, the
total value of imports was £6,500,000, that
is without the addition of the duties, and
thad, shows an expenditure of £40 12s.
per head of the population.  Upon look-
myg through the list of these mports, 1

. came to the conclusion that a very large

amount could be saved by produciog
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within the country, and I should say that
if all the resources of this country

were properly developed, and taking
last year as a standard, at least
£4,000,000 value of that importation
should be produced in this country.
The total amount, as I said, was
£6,500,000, and I think that at least
£4,000,000 could be produced in this
colony with proper attention. If it had
been so—which none of us can deny—the
colony would have been in a far sounder
and better position than it is to-day.
How is the wealth of u colony or of o
nation calenlated ? The total wealth of
a country depends upon the wealth of the
individuals inhabiting that country. The
total wenlth of the individuals of o
eountry is the total wealth of that country;
and if you could take a census to-day of
the individual wealth of Western Austra-
lia, I am certain that it would beara very
favourable comparison with the wealth of
any of the other colonies. That, of
course, is easily understood, because 1t is
a new colony; but, at the same time, our
object must be to inerease the wealth of
the colony, and to increase the wealth of
each individual member; and I believe
it would be the desire of every member of
this House to curry thatout, if he had an
opportunity. I have made some further
calculations in reference to this juestion,
and I find that the total value of food-
stuffs imported into this country during
1896 was £1,400,000. Now this, worked
out, amounts to £8 15s. per capila,
andif you add to that a duty of £1 2s.
per capita, it makes a total of £9 17s.
per head of the population, and, of course,
there is about 11 per cent. of that total
represenling duty. Now, I ask, is this,
under the circumstances, an excessive
amount for us to pay—that is, including
corn and everything else, minus alcoholic
drinks and narcotics ? Tt does not appear
to me, in view of the vouth of this
colony, that this is a very large sum
to pay per capifa. But then, on the
other hand, what has the colony lost by
importing all that stuff? If it has not
lost entirely: it has at least got rid of
£1,400,000 to pay for the stuft. The point
that interests us on this side of the House
more than any other is whether or not the
reduction or removal of these food duties
will cheapen the cost of living in this
volony. That is coming down to the

[26 OcToer, 1897.) Amendment, food duties.
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essence of the guestion, and I should like
to make » few remarks with regard to it
I myself do not think that it would have
that effect to any remarkable degree, but
I am perfectly willing to discuss the

- point, and I find, on going into calcula-

tions in reference to it, that the total
duty upon food, taking the population at
160,000, is £1 2s. per head per annum,
Now, after this is brought dewa to the
rate of daily consumption, it amounts to
an impost of three furthings per head
per day. T cannot conceive, nor do I
helieve my hon. friend on this side (M.
Ilingworth) would attempt to prove,
that the removal of this small amount of
impost would for one moment: induce any-
body to come to this colony to live. Of

" course, it is to our advantage if they do

come, and I have said that I should like to
see a free breakfast and free dinner table;
but now I am discussing another view of
the question. T say I do not believe that
the taking off these duties would mduce
men to come to the colony. If a man
were to go to one of the other colonies,
and enter into conversation with a miver
who desired to come here, and tell him
that food dutics amounting to three
farthings per head per day had been re-
moved, I do not think this fact would be
any inducement for him to come here.
There must be someother reason ; and Iam
strongly impregsed with the belief that it is
not the guestion of the food duties which
makes living difficult and expensive here.
We must look further for the reason
of this. What ure the principal reasons
for the expense of living here? Nearly
every member has an explanation for it,
but for my own part I donot believe that
you can give any one cause as a clear
explanation of the circumstances. It
anses from many causes, and one of the
causes, 50 far as the poldfields are con-
cerned, is the great difficulty of obtaining
water. T lmow my friend the member
for Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth)
will tell me I bave water on the brain.
[Me. ILLiveworTH: No, I won't.] But,
however that may be, I can assure hon.
members that one of the preatest draw-
backs to the settlement of population on
the goldfields is the want of water. There
is one other pent which is being discussed
in this House, the question of high rents;
and there is no doubt rents are very
excessive iu this country. T may say that
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in Bayley Street, Coolgardie, the main
street, land is being let at the present
time for ten shillings per foot per week.
That amount is almost equal to the value
of Jand inthe centre of the city of London,
and when you take into account the
enormous expenses in rates and rent for
the use of land for a business, also the
cost of house rent, the extrn cost of
assistance and so on, the retailers on
the fields are justified to a very large
extent in charging some of the prices they
do, becanse their expenses are enormous,
But 1 wounld now like to ask some of my
friends in this House to explain to me
how it is there is such an enormous
difference between the wholesale value of
foods on the const, and the retail value
even in Perth, but particularly on the
goldfields? T believe my friend, the
member for West Kimberley (Mr. A.
Forrest), conld throw some kight on this
question, if we could only draw him; but
we will try to see whether it is possible to
trace any connection between combina-
tions and the price of articles on the gold-
fields.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH :
got it.

Mr. MORGANS: If we look at this
question—and T desire to do so from an
absolutely independent and fair point of
view—we wre bound to see, before pro-

Now you have

[ASSEMBLY.]

ceeding with the inquiry, that the short- |

ness of supply has something to do with
the cost of goods,
proposition that, if a man has a hundred
pairs of boots for sale, and he has only

It is a perfectly clear

fifty buyers, he will sell his hoots at a low
price; but if he has a hundred pairs of -

boots and two hundred buyers, the
chances are he will get very good prices
indeed ; and that principle applies to the
question of supplies upon the goldficlds,
to # very lurge extent. I Jo not wish to
constitute myself a champion of my good
friends upon the coast, becanse they have
some worthy champions here, and T will
confine myself more or less to the question
of the goldfields. Now my hon. friend,
the member for West Kimberley (Mr.
A. Forrest)—and, by the way, I would
like to say I have had the pleasure in the
last few days of taking a trip to the gold-
fields with him—I mnst state to this
House thak my hon, friend has an absolute
dread of frozen neat.  He walked through
the strects of Coolgurdic for the purpose

Amendment, food duties.

of seeing if he could spot the frozen
carcase of a sheep in that town: hutT am
glad to tell vou he was unable to do so.
And T am also glad to tell you he came
hack to Perth without having his nerves
too severely shocked. But I have con-
versed with my hon. friend upon this
important question, and he told us in the
House the other night that the wholesale
price of the meat was 4}d. per 1b. If
this be so, how is it pc)smb]e that the
retailers charge for this meat, in Cool-
gardie, at the rate of 10d. to 1s. 1d.a
Ib.? This is a conundrum I wish to see
solved ; and I dosincerely hope my friend,
the Member for West Kimberley, wil)
enlighten us upon this important subject.

A Mgemser: That is one of the secrets
of the trade.

Mr. MORGANS: 1 desire my hon
friend to understand that I am open to
conviction npen this question,

Mzx. A. Forrest: 1 thought I had con-
vinced you long ago.

M=z. MORGANS: Now there is some-
thing anomalous in this fact, that here
you can get meat at wholesale prices for
43d. o pound, and we have to pay 10d. or
1s. for it on the goldfields. [A MewBER:
Sixpence at Menzies.] Yes, it is 6d. at
Menzies; but then that meat does not
come from Fremantle, but comes from
the Murchison. Seeing that mutton is
being sold at Mensies for 6d. a pound, it
iz strange to me that we have to pay 10d.
or 1s. for it in Coolgardie, which is a
hundred miles nearer. This brings me to
the question of frozen meat.

A Memser: What about the price of
whisky on the goldfields ?

Mr. MORMGANS: I am coming to the
whisky dwrectly. T tackled this question
first hecause my hen. friend, Mr. A
Forrest, is present. We know pretty well
what the price of mutton is, and beef is
still dearer; and this leads us to the
question of frozen meat. T am willing to
admit that T have no regard for frozen
meat—at least, I should prefer a piece of
fresh meat, if I had to eat it myself.
But there are many people who do not
agree with me in this view, and there are
many on the goldfields who would be only
too glad if they had an opportunity of
Imvmrr frozen meat at anything like a
Fuir price. The Government, rightly or

. wrongly—1 win not sufliciently well in.
. formed to give a definiie opinion upon
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this—have certainly made a considerable
difference in this colony between the posi-
tion of frozen meat and that of live meat.
There is a considerable difference in the
tax on the two articles, and also a differ-
ence in the railway freights. Perhups,
when one of the members of the Govern-
ment replies, he will be able to throw
some light on this important subject, and
I am most desirous of obtaining infor-
mation upon it, hecause I do not. think it
is right for us to do anything to preju-
dice the live-meat trade in this colony,
and certainly the live-mnent trade is the
means of leaving more money in the

[26 OcrorER, 1897.)

colony than the traflic in frozen meat. It -

had other advintages in many ways., The
only thing I desire to see done is fo give
the frozen meat a ehance —that it should
Te more or less on the same basis as fresh
meat. I do not desire that it should
have anv advantage in any way, but it

-

should rest more or less on the same |

basis. I am aware that there are certain
expenses in conuection with the importa-
fion of live stock inte this country which
are not incurred in respect of dead meat;
but all T desire is, that o fair incidence of
taxation or duty shall be placed upon
those two products, and that one shall
not be given any advantage over |the
other. If we can come to that happy
point, T think everybody will be satisfied.

M=r. HorwmEes: What about the “fifth
quarter,” in the case of these people who
send frozen meat here 7

M=r. MORGANS: Treally do not know
anything about the trade. I am simply
giving you fhe facts as I understand
them. However, it matters little what
view I may take of this important ques-
tion, but we must all agree that it is the
duty of this House to render the cost of
living on those fields as cheap as it is
possible to make it. That is our clear
and bounden duty. At the same time we
must not, in doing that, tread on the toes
of the agriculturists and pastoralists too
heavily : we must do a fair thing between
both of those interests, and then 1 am
satisfied that everybody on the goldfields
will be content.  With regard to the pro-
duction of this country, there are cer-
tain things that cannot be produced with
advantage unless the price is very heavy.
The hon. member for North-East Cool-
gardie zave us some statistics the other
night in regard to wheat production in
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this country. The price must have been
very high, or the wheat would not have
been produced. In 1895 a friend of mine,
who has u large furm, cropped 3,000
acres of wheut and fed it all to his cattle,
becnuse at that time wheat was selling
a6 3s. per quarter in London, and it paid
him better to feed it to his cattle. These
are questions of market values and market
ates, and this colony cannot control
them. No one can be hlamed because
Hour is £19 10s. per ton at the present
time. [A Memser: £13.] Well, what-
ever it 15, no one ¢an be blamed for it;
it is o question of murket rates. Flouris
as dear in Adelnide as it is hore, minus
the duty and the freight. It is a ques-
tion of prices only. T do not anticipate
that this will ever be a grain-growing
country for export. [A MempeEr: Why
not?] Because I do not think the
farmers will ever be able to compete with
the farmers of California and the United
States: the advantages of farming are
much more favourable there. If they do
produce sufficient, I shall be only tfoo
glad; it is a thing I should like to see;
but if they do produce sufficient grain for
export, I look on it as a very unprofitable
business to follow.  Referring to my
hon. friend again, the hon. member
for North-East Coolgardie, I am hound
to say I regretted to hear him, I can-
not say attack, but speak unkindly of,
the old residents in this colony in his
speech. T do not agree with him in any
way. The old residents in this colony
deserve a great deal of credit for doing
what they have done; atleast, personally,
I thank them for having opened the arms
of hospitality to myself. They have
received us all very nicely and kindly in
this colony, and I am perfectly certain
not one of them ever asked us to come
here. We have come of our own aceord,
and we can leave whenever it suits us. I
do not believe the West Australians will
object, or say a word one way or the
other. They have said to us, “Come, if
you like, oceupy our lands, take charge of
our mines, and be one of us.” Whatcan
the inhabitants of Western Australia say
more than that? [Mr. Vosper: On their
own terms.] Their terms are very satis-
factory, as far as I am concerned. I
think we have been well received in this
country. It has been more than ocnce a
matter of regret to me that there has been
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a desire to speak thoughtlessly, wnd some-
times unkindly, of the old inhabitants of
this colony. T regret this, and I do not
think it is good policy. Aswe huve come
here and have been received kindly, we
must throw in our lot with them, and do
all we can to help them, providing we
can do so. [A Memuer: Shoulder
to shoulder.] I do not think we
have oany groater share of intelligence
than the
least, I do mnot arogate to myself
any more intelligence, and as long as
we are in this colony we should
treat the West Aunstralians with every
respect and consideration. I am now
coming to a point upon which some of
my friends say T am mad, and that is the
Coolgardie water supply. I will not
detain the House many minutes more.
I have only taken ome hour and five
mibutes. In regard to the water sc,heme,
I may say, when reading the Governor's
Speech I felt disappointed, because I
thought my right hon. friend the Premier
had cooled off on the question. I am
glad, on further conversation with him,
to know that nothing of the kind has
taken place; but that he intends to go on
with this scheme as quickly as possible,
and to carry it oub as soon as he can, It
was a great relief to me, and 2 great relief
to my constituents when I told them this,
If the scheme is not carried out, disaster
must come to some extent oun the gold-
fields. The position of the water ques-
tion on the goldfields is one that merits
the earnest attention of this House,
because it is an important one to the
inhabitants.

Mgr. Inniveworrs : Is Coolgardie the
only goldfield ?

Mr. MORGANS: I 'am as much in-
terested in the Murchison as in Cool-
gardie, and anything that 1 may say
which will contribute to the happiness of
the people of the Murchison, or anything
that I can assist my friend in carrying
out for the benefit of the Murchison, I
will do. But I am speaking now of the
population reached by the water scheme.
If the hon. member for Central Mur-
chison desires to give any of his con-
stituents water, I shall be happy to
support him, and if he places any scheme
before this House it should receive the best
consideration and loyal support of hon.
members. The position of the people on
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the goldfields of Coolgardie and Kal-
goorlie and all the districts reached by
this great water scheme is this. The tax
per head per annum for water varies from
£25 to £37. This may seem an astonish-
ing fact, but I lave carefully calculated
the statistics as to the consumption of
water and the cost on the fields, and

© this is as near the truth as I can get.

Western  Australians — at

This is twenty times the amount of the
food duties; and I feel it is o far more
vital question for the Government to deal

" with than the reducblon of the food

duties. Personally, if all the economic
questions that could come before Parlia-
ment for their consideration or support
on my behalf restéd entirely on my own
views, I would sacrifice every other
question in order to support this water
scheme, Dbecause I consider it of much
greater importance. The other colonies
have far greater advantages over us in
regard to minming. They have plenty of
water, and they can live more cheaply. If
the Government can carry out its promise
and give the goldfields the water as soon
as possible, I am sure the population of
the goldfields will ¢uadruple within .a
reasonable time, The gold production
can hbe very largely increased by the
introduction of water, and I can assure
the House that at Coolgardie alone—
which is ruled over by the respected
warden, Mr. Finnerty-—if they had a
good supply of water, the fields would be
capable, iz a short time, of putting out
100,0000zs. of gold per month. If this
is so—and I am positive in my figures
and statements—that alone, if no other
field had to be served, would justify the
Government in carrying water to the
field. Then we have the great mining
centie of Kalgoorlie, where to-day the
mines in actual operation are short
of water. The Lake View is carting
water, and the Associated Mines have
stopped their battery for want of water.
The concensus of opinion on the
goldfields is that the water supply of
Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie will give out
within a short time. I believe that, and
for that reason I would urge the Govern-
ment not to lose one moment in
initiating this important scheme and in
carrying it to a final issue and to success,
I am sure that the advance of these great

- goldfields. Coolgardie, Kalgoorlie, Broad

Arrow, Menzies, Bardoc, and further
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distances, depend to o large extent on the
carrying oub of this important water
scheme.  There has heen sotne opposition
to this scheme, and it bas been n mystery
to me since the Premier has brought under
1y notice certain facts in regard to
that opposition. I have not been able
to find any satisfuctory explunation
for the opposition. 1 can understand
gentlemen on the coast objecting to the
water scheme, but T cannot understand
anvone on the goldfields objecting to it.
When a Government such as we have
proposes to give us 1,000 gallons of water
for 3s. 6. for which we are now paying

[26 Ocromer, 1897.] Awmendment, food dutics.

£5 to £7, it is more than o mystery to -

me to understand how an inhabitant of
the goldficlds cun oppose the scheme, 1
suy distinctly that it is discreditable to
the inhabitants of the goldfields to oppose
the water scheme nnder any consideration
whatever. It is discreditable because the
Government desire to do a great good for
us, and to liberate us from our difficalt
position; and in doing that they are
doing the greatesl good they can to the
goldfields. T have been, still am, and T
hope always shall be, a strong supporter
of this great water scheme. If it be

not carried out within reasonable time, °

the production of gold on the fields will
not go on increasing as it has done in the
past.  If the water scheme is gone on
with, the production will increase more
rapidly than it has done in the past four
years. The hon. member for Yilgarn is
opposed to the water scheme. I cannot
see any reason for his opposition, but I
am perfectly certain his opposition is
legitimate, and that he is opposed to it
on conviction. Oune of the strongest
arguments the hon. member brought to
bear, in opposing this water scheme, was
that he was able to live for six weeks at
Southern Cross without washing himself.
I do not think that is any legitimate
reason why the water scheme should not
be carried out. I contend that it would
be more convenienft for him to wash
himself three or four times o day, than
to go six months without washing.
A bath on the goldfields at the present
time costs a good deal. The hon. member
for West Kimberley, who visited Cool-
gardie a few days ago, tells us that he
was obliged to pay 5s. for two shower
baths, No doubt it is possible to get a

bath at a cheaper rate than that, but at .
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the same time o bath is an expensive item
on the guldfields. Tf the Government
carry out their obligutions to the gold-
fields, they will conunence at once with
the water scheme; and T should like to
hear some statement fromn the Premier as
to when the Government intend to com-
mence this important work. I canassure
the House that there is a lively mterest
taken in this important question on the
goldfields, and the championship of the
scheme by the Premier has done more to
gain him political friends in that part of
the country than anything else he has
ever done. The Premier has now a strong
held on the goldfields. Perhaps my
friends on the Opposition side of the
House will- be sorry to hear that, hut I
must say that the position of the Govern-
ment has been materially strengthened
on the goldfields in consequence of the
proposed water scheme. Every day this
water (uestion is growing in importance,
and every day the inhabitants of the
fields are, probably, taking a greater
interest in it. [ will not take up the thne
of the House any longer. So far as T am
concerned—and I believe I express the
sentiments of the people of the important
constituency of Coolgardie—I helieve all
the interests of this colony are mutual.
We desive to work hand-in-hand with the
agricultural interest, the pastoral mterest,
and every other interest in this country.
We desire to work for the general good
of the public and of the colony, and T am
only too glad to convey this message of
peace to this House, on behalf of my
constituency.

Me. InLingworTH : What does your
support cost ?

Mr. MORGANS: The food duties
mean £1 2s. per head, perhaps.

Me. InLivawortH : The cost of your
support is two and a half willions.

Mr. MORGANS : The cost of my
support is nothing—absolutely nothing.
The water scheme will pay for itself, and
willinvolve the Government in nofinancial
difficulties or expense whatever ; therefore
my support of the Government costs
nothing. However, our sentiment is that
we should work in unison, and do all the
good we can for each other—work for
the general and best interests of the
colony,and all endeavour to make Western
Australia one of the brightest jewels in
the imperial diadem.
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Mr. DOHERTY (North Fremautle) :
I have o grievance against an lhon.
member of tlus House, but T shall not
follow the tactics of the Prewmier, who

first subjected his enemy to the lash, and ‘

afterwards disclosed his name. I prefer
to disclose the name ot once. The hon.
member to whom I refer occupies u seat
on the Ministerial side of the House—in
short, he is no other than the right hon.
the Premier himself. My grievance
against the Premier is that, although I
have taken a great interest in the subject
now hefore the House, and have studied
up my points, I find that, in fact after
fact and figure after figure, the Premier
has forestalled me and left me stranded.
I had made up my mind not to speak on
this subject, but the electors of North
Fremantle said it was my duty to express
my opinion. They told me I was their
representative, and I can fairly say I re-
present their bone and sinew, and I may
also say that I represent the intelligence of
that constituency. On the hustings, I pro-
mised the working men I would support
the policy of the Government—the policy
of protection. I am a protectionist, and
always shall be, and that 1s what the
people of North Fremantle wish me to be.
And for what reason # They know per-
fectly well T will protect the industries
which provide them work. They prefer
to hear the hamers of prosperity ringing
in the shipyards, and the hum of the
spinning wheel and of the shuttle in the
factory producing broad cloth from our
natural product, wool. They know that

those sounds mean the bringing up

in this colony of a class of wealth-
producing artisans. I know a good
deal has been dome by the Govera-
ment for a certain class of workers
in Western Australia, by the removal of
the duties on mining machinery. I ab.
solutely disagree with that policy. I
think we should, in order to encowrage
local industry, have a duty on mining
machinery, I object to large orders for
this class of machmery going to a neigh-
bouring colony—a state of things which
means that our working people are losing
over £4,000 a week. It is criminal that
we should allow every article we want to
be sent here from another colony. One
hon. member (Mr. George), who is a
good authority on mining and mining
wachinery, tells me that it is very difficult
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t for people in his line of business to get on,

and thit he is very much worried indeed,
I think I am not betraying his confidence
when I say that the other day he told
e he employed a man and a boy, and
that he intended to take the man into
partnership, and he would wrrange to look
after the boy. I must say my sympathies
are with that boy. I hope we shall see
.the time when that hon. member will
have 100 departments, and 100 men in
each department. I would like to read
to hon. 1nembers the following extrnct from
a Morning Herald interview with Mr. R.
Teece, general manager of the Australian
Mutual Provident Society, who recently
visited this colony :—

Perth has grown enormously, but the houses
are not to be regarded as desirable structures,
in many cages. There is no drainage, and the
sanitary arrangements are wretched; in fact,
the sanitation at Kalgoorlie and Coolgardie is
far ahead of that of Perth, probably owing to
the more brainy, progressive men whom the
goldfields have attracted. Hotel accommoda-
tion at the goldfields is equal to that provided
in any of our provincial towns; not, of course,
equal to the best in Sydney or Melbourne, but
first rate, nevertheless. And water, which was
unchtainable a couple of years ago, may now
be had—a bath costing 2s., double the price of
a drink. Rents are high, as may be supposed,

. A house rented at 1538. a week in Sydney would
cost about £2 in Perth; in fact, rents are so
high that the capital eost is paid in four or
five yoars.

One of the causes of the high cost of living,
wealladmit, is the rent, but there is another
cause which prevents an increase of
population, and the result of which is the
sending away of £80,000 per month.
The fact is that men are afraid to bring
their families here because we have not a
decent system of sewerage. The Govern-
ment should take this matter in hand at
once. If we had a proper system of
sewerage it would bring population here,
and keep healthy the people who are
here already, and would also give
employment to surplus labour. Now is
the time the sewerage work should be car-
ried out; and if the Government will not
take that in hand, why not give the
Municipal Councils of Perth and Fre-
mantle power to borrow money in the
home market for the purpese? If popula-
tion were brought, prosperity must follow.
Figures cannot possibly tell us whether
a population is contented or happy. The
whole eruz of the question as to whether
the Grovernment is good or bad is the con-
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dition of the people.

rational way, von have good government ;
but if the people are discontented and un-

educated, we naturally say “ There is bad .
I ask any member of the .

government.”
Opposition whether he can sav we have a
discontented people in Western Australia.

Anyone who takes the trouble to go down
the streets of the city will see about the

best-dressed, happiest-looking labouring
people and artisans in  the world.
A good deal has been said about the
“meat ring."” I think there is a good deal

of *“Mrs. Harris” about this particular '

ery. There is an old saying that where-
ever there is smoke there 1s fire. The
member for West Perth (Myr. Wood) has
told us he
Perth, and I would gladly join with him
in an endeavour to discover the oppressors

made.
could only discover those oppressors. We
would be like Diogenes, only we would
want two lanterns iustead of one. No
doubt every hon. member has received a

letter or circular from one Clu Lee, in ¢
. the question of frozen meat, but what the
man cannot possibly have understood |

reference to the meat trade. That gentle-
there was an Alien Bill in the wind,
or he would not have given so much
publicity to his narae. When I read his
note, I thought of those lines hy Bret
Harte--

For ways that are dark and tricks that are vain,
The heathen Chinee is peculiar.

No doubt Clu Lee makes out a very good
case. He says the monetary advantage
in favour of live steck would amount, to
£60,000. May I tell hon. members
that, taking his figures as 100,000 head of
sheep at 6s., and 10,000 head of cattle
at £4, the freizht would amount to
£70,000, but some
round and charter a vessel which
would carry the stock for £10,000 less.
That makes a difference of £60,000,

which profit goes to the shipper in

another colony. How many hands
does he employ to
amount?  One or two--two to dis-
tribute the whole lot. Now, what is
the case in the firm to which I belong?
‘We have to pay £40,000 a year in wages
as against £300 which he would pay. Is
it not better that we should have some
advantage, than that the trade should go
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to the other colonies ¥ Are we going to
protect South Africa or New Sonth
Wales? No. itis our bounden duty to
protect the people whe are living here.
The district of Kimberley to-day sends
down from eight to ten thousand head of
cattle. To whose energy was that dus?
To that of Western Australia. Does not
our own country require protection ? Cer-
tainly. I do not intend to take up the
time of the House. but I must reply to the

- member for North Perth (Mr. Oldham).

The pathetic appeal which that hon.
member made to the House af the
end of his address almost brought tears
to my eyes. The hon. member drew
the prophet
Elijab turming his face to the East three
times a day, and compared the position of
the prophet with that of the people in

- this colony, whose faces are invariably,
of the people to whom rveference has been -
It would be a good thing if we .

according to him. turned towards the
East. I am nota biblical student myself,
but I have consulted a gentleman who is an
authority on that subject, and he says

' that it was Daniel who had his face turned

towards the Tast, and not Elijah. Then
one memher brought in the patriarchs, on

patriarchs had to do with Frozen meat I
am still unable to understand.” They had
in their time, no doubt, a great deal of
difficulty to live, and, when they had not
sufficient of their own, they made a des-
perate rush on their neighbours, and se-
cured all they conld get. There is only
one patriarch whom I know of who has
anything to do with Western Australia,
and he was put on to the water depart-
ment. He went to the goldfields, and
telegraphed to headquariers that « they
made a way in the wilderness, and a river
in the desert.” One patriarch is enough
in this countrs. I am sorry that the
hon. member for East Perth is such
a bird of passage. T heard his speech,
but I am still in doubt what it really
meant. A diagnosis of his case would
show something like this: “I am, I am
not. I would, 1 would not. I will vote,
T wilt not. I will pair.” I remember,
with delight, some time ago hearing
the hon. member address a large audience
of working men. All the Litle shoe-
makers in town attended that meeting, at
which he discoursed on protection. I wish
he was plucky enough to come over to our
side, where he might do some good. If he
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took u sertous view of the question, 1 think
he would muke a good member on this
side of the House. I did not intend to
say anything about the hon. member for
South Fremantle, hut he really asked me
to. There is a wnanimity abont the
members for Fremantle which Ilike : they
all try to get as much money as possible
out of the Government. 'I'lie hon. member
for South Fremantle said, “If you want
anything from the Government, usk three
times for it If the hon. member got
his way, there would be no smplus at
all. It would all go to Fremantle. He
went to the Government with a request
containing 22 different items, one being
for a road 42 miles long. Altogether,
the money ihat he asked the Government
to expend on hehalf of Fremantle would
have totalled up more than the two and a
Lalf millions required for the Coolgardie
water scheme. I should not think that
the Government would have much of a
surplus, if they gave the Fremantle mem.
bers all they asked. The hon. leader of
the Opposition, in his own peculiar
style, told us that the farmer wonld
ent anything, I was told by someone
in York that lawyers could swallow
anything. There was a case there in
which they swallowed a whole estate.
The hon. leader of the Opposition also
told us that the farmers did absolutely
nothing : they were a bad lot.

Mg, Leage: I do not think I said that.

Me. DOHERTY : Yousaid they would
not preduce.

Mgr. Leage: I said they do not pro-
dunce enough to feed us.

Me. DOHERTY: When I was in
York I was shown the Teake estate, and
[ was told that the owner of that pro-
perty did nothing with it, and that it was
closed up.

Mr. Leake: It does not belong to me.
I have not got any interest in it.

Me. DOHERTY: The estate bears
your name, anyhow. I have only one
more gentleman to deal with, the hon.
member for the Swan (Mr. Ewing). Lre-
gard him as a particular friend of mine.
Outside this House he is one of my
friends, but when he gets into his seat here
I hardly know him: he is a lion in the
tHouse and a lamb outside of it. Ti is
probable that, before the Federal Con-
vention meets again, there will be a
vacancy among the delegates. and I re-
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commend the member for the Swan to
filit. There is said to be o lion in the
path. Could we not send our lien to
Melbourne, where he might be able to do
somne good ? I notice that the member
for North-Bast Coolgurdie complamed of
the manner in which the duties were
levied. I do not know if be is a pupil of
the hon. memher for South Fremantle,
but there is no one knocks 1vore fre-
quently at the Treasury door than that
hon. member (Mr. Vosper). Day after
duy you see in the papers that *“Our
intelligent member, Mr. Vosper, has
got X500 for a school, and £800 for
a road, and £500 for an institute.”

Mg. Vosrer: That shows T attend to
my business.

Mr. DOHERTY : You take the money
from the farmer, and spend it on the
miner. The other day the hon. member
went to the Government with a telegram
from Kanowna, saying that the population
was increasing at the rate of 200 o da
owing to the new find of gold, that the
tucker was running out, and that there
wag nota drop of whisky in the place, and
they wanted £500 to cope with the

difficulty. (General laughter.) Their
difficulty was the whisky. I will
now bring my few remarks to a

close. It 1s my wish that the Govern-
ment will not fulfil their promise next
session ol reducing any of the duties. If
they do, I shall vote against them. I
think these duties are a necessity, and I
think the country would, one and all, vote
that we should help our local industries,
and give every advantage we can to
Western Australia, and to the people who
live here.

Mr. WILSON (the Canning): I have
listened with considerable amusement to
the remarks and the contribution of the
member for North Fremantle (Mr,
Doherty), and the connection his remarks
have with the subject before this House,
the policy of the food duties, I cannot
There is one thing however that
appears to me very patent, and that is his
advocacy of his own profit for his own
industry. I do not consider this most
important subject from the standpoint of
Messrs. Connor & Doherty, or that of
Messrs. Forrest, Emanuel & Co. I want,
if possible, to consider the guestion from
the point of view of the people of this

' colany. The question has been approached
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from many different, sides. Hon.members
have taken it up as a matter of freefrade
versus protection, hut I do not think it
is a question, at this juncture, of free-
trade versws protection. It seems to me
that 15 a matter which we will, without
doubt, have to fight out later on, unless
federation should step in and settle the
question for us.  To my mind, this most
important question of the abolition of the

"26 OcroruRr. 1RO7.

food duties is a matter of policy as to -

whether we can, by abolishing these
duties, benefit the people of the colony;
whether we can attract a larger popnla-

tion to our shores, and by that means '

increase our revenue and increase the
prosperity of the colony. I wish to take
this matter into very careful consideration,
without dragging in any side issues as to
cheap water versus cheap food, as to
public crnshing batteries or cheap food.
The two matters are not analogous, and I
do not think it is necessary for us to dis-

-~ ———

cuss the Cloolgardie water scheme or the

public batteries proposed by the Premier,
in connection with this question of the
food duties. We would all assist in
obtaining cheap water, and 1 venture to
say the members sitting on this (the
Opposition) side of the House are equally

* thev would be indefensible.”

as willing to assist the people on the gold- -

fields to get cheap water as are members
on the other side of the House. But I
may say this mucls, that it is not our idea
to go about it in the same way as the
Forrest Ministry are going ahout it. 1
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has told wus, an enormous surplus of
over £300,000. Why the Premier should
wish to grasp all he can in the shape of
revenue, I fail to see. He says we must
have every sixpence of revemue we can
possibly get, and T think he is also backed
up by my friend the Director of Public
Works, who stated the other day that we
required every sixpence of revenue for
earrying un the public works of the
colony. I am totally opposed to that
policy. I say we are not justified in
raising revenue on food duties for the
purpose of having permanent public works
i this country, and I think that is con-
firmed by the publicly expressed opinion
of the Minister of Mines. The member
for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans) made a
quotation from the public statement of
the Minister of Mines, but I regret to say
he misquoted that Minister's remarks.
[Mk. Moraaws: I am sorry for that.]
The words of the Minister of Mines
were as follow :— “ Referring to the
food duties, if these duties were for
revenue purposes only, I admit that
3 Therefore
the Minister of Mines is dirvectly opposed
to his colleagnes in this House on that
matter. They wish to continue the food
duties for the purpose of raising revenue,
whereas the Minister of Mines, represent-
ing the Government in the other House,

* savs such a course would he indefensible.

propose to view this question from two -

standpoints. First of all, we are all

agreed that all taxation, all Customs .
duties, can he justified only for two .

purposes, namely, to raise revenue or to
protect local industries; but further, if

we admit, for the sake of argument, that '

these duties are justifiable for the purpose
of raising revenue or for protecting our
local industres, I would like also to view
the guestion from the standpoint as to
whether they are equitable and such as
can be fairly charged, in comparison with
other duties in our cusitoms tariff. So far

as I am concerned—and I have thought

this matter carefully over —we are not
justified in taxing the food which is not
being produced in the colony at the
present time, we are not justified in
taxing the food of the masses for the
purpose of raising revenue, because

we happen to have, as the Premier °

1 think that is strong testimony in sup-
port of my argument that we do not
require these duties for the purpose of
raising vevenne. The Premier says he
wants every sixpence of revenue he can
possibly raise in order to carry out public
works. When the member for Albany
mentioned the huge surplas in the revenue
this vear, over £300,000, I think the
Premier interjected that the strplus would
he ahsorbed, or almost was absorbed, in
the Estimates of the current year's
expenditure. I can quite understand the
Premier's capacity for spending. His
capacity for spending is enormous
and unbounded, and if he had a surplus
of a million I quite believe he would he
equal to the occasion, and would provide
for it in his expenditure for the following
year; but that is not the purposes to
which we ought to put our surplus
revenue. We ought to consider the
position of the people, as to whether it is
possible to remove any of their burdens ;
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and I say the Government can put a
surplus to no better purpose than that of
reducing at the present time the duties on
the food which everybody consumes, and
which is not being produced in the colony.
As far as I am concerned., I would far
rather see o small deficit than this enor-
mous surplus which we have from vear to
vear. If the Forrest Government had a
small deficit, it would make them more
cantions, and would probably stop some
of the extravagant and wastefnl works
which are carried ou here. Tt would be a
safeguard to the people, and a safeguard
to all the commerce of the colony. ‘The
next gquestion we have to consider is
whether these duties are required for the
purpose of protection. Do the duties
foster produetion 7 No matter what may
be gaid or what argument advanced to
show that we can produce these articles
of daaly consumption, the fact remains, and
it is standing out plainly, that we are not
producing them. Therefore, how can it
be arguned that the duties are fostering the
trade which they are intended to protect?
Take, for instance, wheat. This is an
article which has heen discussed very
freely, and I think I can speak with some
good authority on the subject, for L have,
during the last two vears, been connected
with, I think, the only flour-mill which
has worked continuously in the colony;
and, so far as I have been able to learn,
all the farmers in the country did not
produce sufficient wheat to keep our little
mill running even six months out of the
twelve.  The argument which has
been so strongly advanced by many
hon. members, that the consumers, the
people of the colony, will not feel the
benefit of these duties even though
they be abolished, is wrong—absolutely
wrong; for as it is a well known fact,
acknowledged the world throughout, that
the consumer always pays the duties;
then, whatever taxes are imposed must be
borne essentially by the consumer. If
that is so, it is a logical consequence that,
if you abolish this tax, the consumer
must nltimately get the benefit. [A
Memser: The middleman gets it.] No;
the middleman may derive a benefit for a
short time until he gets rid of his stock.
but ultimately the consumer must get. the
full benefit of the duty you remat. If
14d. per 1b. on fresh meat, which is im.
posed in this colony, were taken off to-
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morrow, the consumer would get the
henefit. of it, with the profit that has been
put on it also. We must all join to-
gether to prevent the wages earned in
this country from leaving our shores.
We must all combine for the purpose of
attracting population, and so increasing
our revenue. L say the hest protection
we can give to owr farmers is to extend
and incrense their local market, and not
to tax articles ther are not producing,
and swhich they themselves are consum-
mg.  Without wearving the House with
a large guantity of fignres, my friend.
the Minister of Education, referred to
duties, and his argument was thag all in-
dustries ought to be, and so far as I can
gather arve, on an equal footing with re-
gard to our fiscal policy. 1 join issue
with him, and am prepared to prove that
15 not so, for the articles which we con-
sunie daily on our breakfast and dinner
tables are taxed far and away beyond any
other articles which are procduced in this
(:Olouy.

Tre Minister or Enucarion: The
articles I mentioned.
Mr. WILSON: Well, T will take

the articles the Minister’ mentioned.
First of all he mentioned clothing and
drapery, also furniture, and I think he
mentioned boots and shoes. He also
referred to biscuits, which certainly are
a food product. As to the duty on
clothing and drapery—and T have
spent some time i cousidering this
matter, and believe my figures are
confirmed by those of the Mmister of
BEducation—the duty on clothing is from
12 to 15 per cent. ; the duty on furniture,
L think, is 20 per cent. ad valorem; on
hoots and shoes I make it to be 19 per
cent., the same as the hon. gentleman
did. Taking it all round, the duties on
these articles, also on luxuries, and pretty
well on every other article except food,
amount to from 10 to 20 per cent.,
which anyone can verify by consulting the
tariff. Let us compare these duties with
those which are imposed on the food im-
ported into the colony. On live cattle we
paid, during 1896, a duty equal to 30 per
cent. ; on pigs, 14 per cent.; on sheep, 20
per cent. ; an average duty on live stock
imported for slaughter of 271 per cent.
We also paid on fresh and frozen meat
711 per cent.; on salt beef and pork, 42
per cent.; on tinned and preserved meats,
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15 per cent. ; on butter, which ought to
be produced at Bunbury but is not, 18
per cent.; on bacon, 45 per cent.; on
cheese, 37§ per cent.; on raisins and cwr-
rants, 117 per cent.; on potatoes, another
product which ought to be produced at
Bunbury, we paid 25 per cent.; on onions,
14 per cent.; on flour, 15 per cent.; on
honey, 49 per cent.; on egys, 18 per cent. ;
and I am indebted to the Miunister of
Education for the figures as to biscuits,
the duty on which he says is 36 per cent.
How can anyone say for one moment that
all our industries are protected on an
equal footing? Why, the thing isabsurd!
The articles which we are consuming,
which we are using daily, and which,
mind you, are not produced in this country
to-day, are being taxed at two and three
times the rate at which other industries
are protected. It is good neither for the
farmers nor for the consumers that this
state of affairs should coutinue to exist.

Tae Premrer: It is only temporary—
10d. per week.

Mer. WILSON: It does not matter
whether it is 10d. or not. The figures
here cannot be disproved.

A MemBEeR: You have not proved them.

Mer. WILSON : I got them from the
returns which are provided for members
of this House. I challenge you to find
that my figures wre wrong. The next
argunent is that the farmers want these
duties,

Mz. Vosprer:
raise prices, of course!

Mr. WILSON: Of course not—71%
per cent. on does not raise the price ! I re-
present, sir, 4 constituency—and I am
proud ta represent it—which is, as I may
call it, semi-agricultural and semi-metro-
politan. I have a nwuber of farmers in my
constitueney ; and I venture to say, for
the information of hon. mnembers ou the
opposite side of the House, that the
fariners are not averse to these food duties
being removed. The right hon. the
Premier adwmits that public opinion is
in favour of the reduction of these duties.
Then why should not we have the duties
removed forthwith? Do it at once. We

have no time to lose in this tmportant -

matter. IL is an uwndoubted fact that
our population, which has been flowing
tu these shores by thousands per month,
i5 now dropping off. During the last -
month, I think, or the month of Angust,
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| there was an increase of only some 900

souls instead of 3,000, according to the
right hon. the Premier's caleulations;
therefore we must tackle this important
question forthwith, and I say it will not
bear putting off until next session. If it
is advisable to remove these duties early
in the next session, as the Premier has
promnised to do, is it not even more so to
do it now? I camnot for-a moment
understand the plea of want of time. It
appears to me that it is waut of heart,
not want of time. If they have decided
that we are right in our contention that
the people of the colony demand this
reduction in these duties or their abolition,
why not give it fo them at once, instead
of putting it off for another six or nine
months ¥  Before leaving the matier of
the tariff entirely, I should like, sir, to
compare, for a few moments, the fresh
meat duties with those on live stock. 1
cannot conceive a wmore unfair, a nore
unjust, and a more iniguitous tax than
this on fresh meut, equal to 717 per cent.
Look at it from every aspect—take it
from any point of view that vou will—
there is no satisfactory answer as to why
this encrmous difference should be. If
this enormons difference is required for
revenus purposes, then, according to the
Minister for Mines, it is indefensible. Tt

cannot protect the pustoralists, because
, the 2s. Gd. duty on live sheep and the
" 80s. duty on bullocks limit the protection
that the pastoralists can get, so that it
appears to me that we can only conulude
that the duiv on frozen or fresh meat is
| there for the purpose of prohibition, to
prevent dead meat being andmitted into this
country at all, aud is for the benefit of the
wholesale butchers. Take it in another
aspect. When frozen ntton is imported
into this colony mitaur the small goods
and minus the skins, which T understand
bave an average value of at least 2s. 6d.
all the year round, the importer of a live
sheep gets this amount of inereased value
over frozen mutton, which is egual to the
whole duty on the live sheep.  When vou
take this into consideration, vou can only
come to the conclusion that, if the frozen
mutton were admitted absolutely free, and
the duty retained on the small goods and
skins, the two industries would then be
nearly on an equal fooling. I think that
groes without any further comnrent. Itis
* wrong to the people. 1 am not advoeating
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any individual firm.
the Frozen Meat Company or Mr. Clu Lee,
whom Mr. Doberty has referred to. Lam
now looking at it, as far as T am able,
from the standpoint of the conswumers—
the people in this country ; and I say it is
not  justifiable, and that these duties
should be removed forthwith. Before I sit
down, sir, I should like to vefer to the very
heated remarks of the right hon. the
Premier when addressing this House,in re-
terenceto the leader of the Opposition and
to his followers. Tt appeared to me, right
through the right hou. gentleman's ad-
dress, that he was advocating a very bad
case ndeed; because it is a well-known
fact that, when a man has a bad case, he
descends to abusing his opponents. Over
and over again the right hon. the
Premier has attempted to discredit
members on this side of the House by
referring to them, with scorn, as ““the
leader of the Oppomtlon and his two or
three snpporters,” aud by stating that, if
the Opposition were in power, they would
destroy all confidence and the guod credic
of the country. I say that he has uno
warranty for such expressions, and that
they are most uncalled for. I claim for
hon. members on this side of the House
that we have the welfure of this country
at heart quite as much as the right
hon. the Premier. We are all, more
or less, creatures of circumstances;
but T say this—and I say it after clue
consideration—that the right hon. the
Premier is a creature of nost fortunate
circnmstances.  He referred to  the
Southern Cross Railway. Why, anyone
knows it was a matter of “ plunging.”
He plunged, and he came out on top.
He was fortunate; but he may go on
plunging once too often. He may plunge
until he gets out of his depth. and t.hat
will be the end.

Ax Hox. Meuser: Then he will swim

ashore.
Mer. WILSON: Take the utterances
of the hon. gentleman in London.

Take his speech that has been handed
round to ns. These are the words that
he spoke to an audience of London
Hnanciers and capitalists. He said:—

[ am happy to sny that, in Western Aus-
tralia, everything good that has happened to
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the country since the time I took office is -

altegether due to the wise measwres of the
Government.

Amendment, food duties.

I do not care about 1 T call that the quintessence of egotisin.

I cannot find its equal. Have the hon.
gentlemen I see avound me done nothing
to help forward the welfare of this
country ?

Tre Premizx: Ido not think you
quoted me quite rightly there. You have
taken a few words, but have not shown
the sense in which I intended the
remarks.

Mgr. WILSON: I can only read the
words I have here. I see gentlemen
around me on this side of the House, and
also gentlemen on the Government side
of the House, who T think may lay claim
to having done something, in their short
time here, for the benefit and welfare of
this country—gentlemen who have
brought capital into this country and
developed its industries, and who are
large employers of labour, and others

who have had no capital to bring
here, but have Dbrought their brains
and their energies into the country.

And what about the thousauds who have
goune right out on the goldfields, and have
discovered the gold and produced it in
large quantities— gold which the Premier
himself adinits is the main factor m our
prosperity 7 These men are entitled to
some credit also. It is not fair to sit
on the Government side of this House and
sling abuse at us on this side, who are
endeavouring to do our duty here, and to
assist in carrying on the affairs of this
country to the best of our ability; and
who, although we oppose the Premier, do
it on honest grounds, becanse we difter
in opinion with him. I say we are
entitled to fair courtesy, and if we are
going to fight, let us fight fair. T do not
wish to descend to personalities, and I
hope that the Premier will at once admit
that I am not intending to be personal
in this matter. I do not wish to give him
offence; but I ain prepared to say that,
if he is going to meet us with abuse, we
will fight him with his own weapons, and
he will find that he has got a difficult job
to tackle in the geutlemen who sit on
this side of the House.

Tag Premier: T have no intention of
doing so.

Mr. WILSON ; I hope the people of
this colony and the members of tlus
House will consider the pesition well.
The Premier and his colleagues have re-
peatedly said, in public, that they would
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vot reduce these food duties. The Govern-
ment organ, during the last general elec-
tions, declared emphatically that the food
duties could not be touched. What is
the position to-day 7 We have a specific
promise from the leader of the Govern.
ment that the food duties shall be atten-
ded to next session—that some will be
reduced and others abolished. What has
the hion. member for Albany asked for in
his amendment? Istudied very carefully
the speech which the Premier made at
Bunbury, and I cannot remember in it
any reference to reducing or abolishing
these duties, except the threat which he
held out fo the farmers that, if they
did not produce the food that the
country required within four or five
years, the Government would take
the matter into their own hands and
carry on farming operations themselves.
‘What is the amendment which the mem-
ber for Albany has brought before this
House? Itis to reconsider the decision
which the Government have arrived at
in deciding not to reduce the dutjes.
‘What have the Government done in con-
sequence ? They have already recon-
sidered the matter, and have given a
definite promise that they will attend to
it next session. Does not the result
justify the action of the hon. member and
his few supporters on this side of the
House? I think the people of the
country will know how to appreciate the
action which we have taken, and how to
thank us for this action. T would ask
hon. members to consider the incon-
sistency of the action of the Ministry on
this matter. They make a great fuss
and stir about an amendment of this
sort; they take it as a motion of no
confidence; and then, the next day,
they promise to give what is asked for
in the motion in six months’ fime!
Tf it is right and just that we should have
a reduction of duties in six months, is it
not right and just that we should have
brought this amendment forward, curried
it to the vote, und tried to get a reduction
of the duties* Tappeal to hon. members
to cousider the matter fairly and squarely ;
to consider the pledges thev have made
to their constituents. Itisnot a personal
matter. It is o matter of measures, and
not o matter of men. Why should the
Premier refer to the hon. member for
South Fremantle, and remind him that
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they had put bhim there ? That is not
fair play or fair fighting. The hon.
member for South Fremantle had just as
much to do with putting the Forrest
Ministry in the seats they occupy as the
Government had with putting the hon.
member in his position I suppose the
Premier will claim that he put me here
in the sapme way, because the day before
the election he went out {0 the Canning and
opened an agricultural hall there. But
this is no personal matter, and T ask hon.
members not to be hoodwinked by these
feelings of friendship. If it were a
matter of friendship, no doubt all of us
would vote for the Premier. "We have a
duty to the country to perform, regardless
of personal feelings of friendship.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse)} : At this late
stage of the debate, it is not my intention
to deal with the question generally, so
much having been said by previous
speakers in diseussing this very debat-
able question of the food duties. My
opinions ure well-known to hon. members
and the public generally, and, as one who
has so frequently advocated the retention
of the duties, it is not necessary for me to
go over the ground again. I would like
to say, however, at the risk of protracting
the debate, that there are some points
which I think it necessary to place before
hon. members before the debate closes.
With regard to the pledgus so frequently
alluded to, many hon. members, T know,
have pledged themselves in regard to
these duties. I am sorry these pledyes
have been made. Many have been made
by friends on this side of the
House. I quite recognise that every
man should abide by bis own feel-
ings, and what he thinks is bhest
in  the interests of the country.
But I think many of the candidates, when
before the electors, were infiuenced by the
voice of u few agitators, und not by the
wishes of the mass of the people. I know
full wellthat many of the candidates, when
questioned duaring the election, were
possibly asked, “ Are you in fuvour of the
retention of the food duties or a reduction
of them ¥’ and they verv often answered
in the affirmutive, because this would
generally please the great majovity of the
people listening. A great deul has been
done by the press und people through-
ont this country to influence a cortajn
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section, who had advocated these duties,
to go in for their total abolition. I heard
it stated a few davs ago by the hon.
member, Mr. Morga.ns, when at York, that
90 per cent. of the goldfields people were
quite indifferent as to the removal of the
food duties.

A Memper: He had no warrant for
saying it.

Tag COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: I believe he had a warrant.
I have travelled about among the
people, and they have stated that
they are in favour of the retention of
the duties. They are broad-minded
enough for that.

Me. JLLINGWORTH :
say anything else to you.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS : Hon. members know my opinion
about the food duties. If I bad my own
way, no duties would come off.

Me. InrivewortrH: Then you would
have to go out.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: In polities there is such a thing
as compromise, and I am willing to accept
# compromise, and fall in with the views
of many hon. members and the views of
the other members of the Cabinet --that
is, I am willing to see a revision of the
tariff next session. In doing this, T am
going as far as ] ought to go; still, I am
of opinion that the retention of the duties
will do more to encourage production
than by interfering with them. T am
not going to touch upon the many subjects
which have been brought forward—the
free breakfast table, and all that © bulder-
dash,” I might call it : it is all nonsense,
and a good deal of what has been stated
cannot be borne out by figures. We
have heard it frequently stated that
the people want a free breakfast table—
they have it pretty well already, a
large number of articles placed on
the breakfast table are free now. There is
also an impression abroad that the duties
here are heavier than they are in any of
the other colonies of the group. It is not
generally known that the figures which
have been quoted were taken from the
importations of the past year. During
the last lwelve months many large firms
were importing great quantities of goods
into the colony, and they paid the duties
on what they intended to stock their
warehouses with., A large qnantity of

They would not
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! these goods have not gone inte consump-
tion, although the duty has been paid on
them. The consumer has not paid this
duty yet. That is an apparent hardship,
but when we come to take the figures for
this year and average them, the tax will
not. appear so large as it was last year.
With regard to the wages question, T
certainly do not intend to go into the sub-
ject: I wizh to deal with the question ag
to whether we ¢an produce or not. I can
assure hon. members that I have no doubt
oh that poit.

Mr. [rniNveworTH:
that.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF ERAIL-
‘WAYS: Why insist on saying we cannot
produce ?

M. InrizaworTH: Wesay the farmers
do not produce.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The hon. member for, Albany
said we do not and cannot produce: I say
we can.  In regard to the meat supply, it
1s frequently stated that we cannot pro-
duce even that. I intend to give some
figures—it is said that figures can be made
to prove anything, but the figures I
intend to lay before hon. members are not
generally known, because hon. members
have not gone so closely into the question
as I have., The consumption of sheep for
1896 amounted to 350,000, and the con-
sumption of cattle, 28,000, Weimported
45,000 sheep and 7,900 head of cattle.
We produced 87 per cent. of the mutton
supply and 72 per cent. of the beef supply.
This shows that we are on a fair way to
produce our meat supply. The produc-
tion is steadily increasing, and with the
facilities provided along the coast, and
the advantages we possess, there can be
no doubt that, in a very short time, we
shall overtake our meat supply; and, as
I have so frequently pointed out,
immediately we do this, the internal
competition in the country must
cause o reduction in price.  The
figures I have queted are those before the
days of the frozen meat trade, frozen meat
having only commenced to be imported
in large quantities during the last four or
five months, and prior to that very little
was imported. With regard to wheat and
. flour, in 1897 we imported 15,129 tons of
i flour alone, and at 27 bushels to the ton
. of flour this means 559,000 bushels, and
~ allowing ten bushels to the acre, which is

No one doubts
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a moderate estimate, it would take 55,900
acres to produce this quantity. We also
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imported 189,000 bushels of wheat, which

at. the same mite of ten bushels per acre
would mean a further acreage of 18,900
acres, or a total of 74.000 acres. These
figures are in regard to 1896, and we all

kunow that a large area has heen taken up .
recently, which goes to prove that in a .

very short time we shall produce a large
quantity of the cereals required for the
consumption of the people of the colony.
There is one thing about the wheat pro-
duction T would like to mention. It is
saxd that the people cannot live on chaff,
and probably they cannot live on wheat
alone. The production of cereals means
the production of other mticles of diet,
such as butter, bacon, and cheese.
All this follows in the train of cereal
production, because the farmers would
have the offal from the mills for the
raising of poultry and pigs. With regard
to the chaft supplies, we imported during
the year ending June, 1896, 13,000 tons,
und we imported for the vear ending
June, 1897, a similar period, 6,000 tons ;
so that it will be seen there was a falling
off of 7,000 tons in that one item alone.
That shows that we are gaining ground,
but the argument may be used that we
are not consuming as much; yet the
member for the Canning will agree with
me that a large quantity of chaff is being
consumed by thie mill owners. One firm
alone has taken 2,000 tons of chaff,
whereas previously the firm took only a
small quantity. The demand is increas-

inyg. and with this increasing demand we -

have stopped the importation of the
article. This year, with the bountiful
season that is expected, we shall overtake
the demand for chaff, and then the
people will turn their attention to the
cultivation of wheat.
this year 250,000

will be produced. L'his is more than
a quarter of the quantity required
for the flour supplies next year. With
the area goiny inte cultivation, ju u short
time no doubt we shall be able to supply
all we require in this respect. If we
continue to import furever from abroad.
it means that we shall have to pay all the
attendunt charges in connection with the
freight and the middlemen’s profits. Tt
we can produce sufficient for our own
supplies, we shall keep the money in the

bushels of wheat

It is hoped that -
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country aud cheapen the cost of the
article, and we certuinly cheapen the
production.

A Mzemuer : You will never cheapen
the production.

Thr COMMISSIONER OF RAIL.
WAYS: We shall increase the produe-
tion, und thus cheapen the food supplies.

A MEmMBER: Do you propose to knock
off the duties as soon as the local supply
is equil to the demand ¥

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: No, I do not. I wm u pro-
tectionist, and I should propose to stick
to them. We must continue to maintain
the duties, and thus cheapen the food
of the people. You will never cheapen
it if you knock the duties off.
It has been frequently said that living is
much cheaper in Vietoria than in many
other places. Yet we find that Victoria
retains her Customs duties. What brought
about, the cheapness in Victoria is evident.
It was the very protection we are asking
forto-day. If you take oft the duties, you
will uot give the farmer that encourage-
ment which is necessary to profitable pro-
duction. Withoutthatencouragement,land
will go out of cultivation, and we shall have
to import in perpetuity. If the colony
imported food supplies in perpetuity, we
should continue to pay charges forshipping
freight, insurance, landing charges, mer-
chants’ profits at both ends, and the
hundred and one charges incidental to
importations, not taking into account
the deteriorations in value hy handling.
All these have to be paid for by the con-
sumer. The only way in which we get
a cheap supply is by assisting the
producer, and the only way to assist him
is by retaining the duties. The hon.
member tor the Canning, addressing the
voters before the election, and speaking
with the knowledye that his constituents
produced large quantities of chaff, said:
“I kmow you are a chaftf-producing
people. and I do bot nind keeping
the duty on chaff”” The hon. member
also said, when before the electors:
“We do not produce one-thousandth
part of what we cousume ; therefore sweep
away the duties;" but he went on to say,
“Chaff is a very important item, and I
helieve vou are produciug chaff. If the
farmers will produce chaff, protect them ;
if not, sweepaway the duties. Gentlemen,
I am ventilating only my own opinion
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here. 'We buy 700 or 800 tons per annum,
representing £1,200 out of pocket, so that
when I advocate its protection, I am ad-
vocating it i an honest spirit, because
it affects my pocket to a large extent.”
No doubt the hon. member was very
magnanimous i regard to the duty on
chaff, knowing as he did that his con-
stitnents were producing this article, and
that it would be policy to say he would
retain the duty. But what will the
farmers do in the future? They will
produce other things. In a very short
time chaff will be an unsaleable com-
modity, and farmers will have to turn
thelr attention to some other product;
but the hon. member for the Canning
would protect one item, while not pro-
tecting the others. Where is his con-
sistency 7 The hon. member is quite in-
consistent.

Mr. WiLson:
through.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The speech 1s quite in keeping
with the remarks made by the hon. mem-
ber, who gave certain pledges to his eon-
stituents.

Mr. Wrrson: Chaff is not food. If
you will read the speech right through
you will get to the bottom of it.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: If the hon. member will only
read the Premier's speech through, he
may be able to give us a different in-
terpretation.

Mr. Witson: You will never get to
the bottom of it.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYSR: We will get to the bottom of
the food importation question, though.
Hon, members have already touched upon
the excessive cost of wheat, and the way
in which that cost is increased. I will
therefore not dwell on it much, but I
ghould hike to show, as T have frequently
done, that much of the nerease is in the
cost of the article itsell. That cost has
risen quite 150 per cent. during the last
two-and-a-half vears, and the articles we
produce from wheat have risem corre-
spondingly in price.  Farmers have been
culled luzy, apathetic, and non-progressive,
But where do we find people working
longer hours thun farmers dot  Those
engaged in producing from the soil work
12 or 15 hours a day, and there s no
more worthy industey than theirs. It

Read the speech right
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has been said that members of this House
have attempted to set one class against
another, and that the agricultural section
of the community is not giving the
miners that consideration which is due
to the great industry in which the miners
are eugaged. We all recognise that the
suceess of this colony is due to the dis-
covery of gold. What we want now is
that the goldhelds people shall assist
agricultural interests. We ask the gold-
fields people to forbear for a time, and,
notwithstanding sny promise made to
revise the tariff next session, I hope that
when we come to that revision—as no
doubt we shall—the goldfields people will
meet ns in a just way by keeping on, as
far as possible, the present duties, Tt
has been said by a section of the press
that, if the farmers were wise, they would
not. ask for protection for the reason that
protection would mean over-production.
On that point I think the fariners are
well able to take care of themselves.
And in any case, what would be the result
of this prophesied over-production? It
would be a reduction of prices, which is
what the Qpposition desire to bring about,
vet people are said to be erying out for a
reduction of the duties in order to bring
down prices. Y have very little more to
say on this subject. So much bas been
said hefore, that I shall only touch on
one or two points. What I wish to
show is that we can preduce, and thab
we only require a certain area of land
brought under culfivation, say within a
year or two, to effect that production.
Speaking yesterday on the goldfields, I
said that what 1 asked for was that
the people there should help us to retain
the duties. T am sure that if the duties
are retained we shall, in a few yvears, have
plenty of food supplies of everv kind,
excepting, perhaps, one or two.  Amongst
the exceptions way be cheese, a product
which has been frequently alluded to in the
course of this debute. But cheese, although
it forms a great portion of the diet of the
people, 15 not so necessary to their subsis-
tonce as many other articles which are now
freeof duty or whicharenotsoheavily taxed.
I would like to deal with the question of

settlement,  Settlement will encourage
wanufacture. BEvery farmer who goes on

the land requires implements to till the
soil. He also requires a thousand and
one things which we know are necessary
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for the improvement and development of
his farmi.  The labourers of this colony,
therefore, will be benefited by the manu-
factures which will be required to assist
the farmer in his production. It will
give them employviuent, and will lead to
the estublishment of different workshops
throughout the colony. Production, there-
fore, will mean a yood deal of work for
the labourers. Now the labourers of this
colony have verv little to complain of.
Wages are higher here than elsewhere, as
w rule; aund if the duties may appear to
Le high, still, on comparison, they are
very much lower than m any other purt
of Australia, excepting New South Wales,
. Western Australia is the most freetrade
colony of the whole group, excepting New
South Wales. Most people, I think, will
agree with me that there is really no
neuessm for touching the tariff now.
Although the Government have decided
to revise it next session, I hope that it
will not be interferred with to such an
extent as to retard the progress of settle-
wment, but that it will be dealt with in a
spirit of fair-play and forbearance,

Me. GREGORY (North Coolgardie):
Tt is o matter of regret that this question
hias been made a party one.  The
Opposition have been blamed, wrongly I
think, for the course they have taken. 1
do not know what action the leader of
the Opposition could have taken but to
table the amendment he did. It was
tabled for the express purpose of getting
some consideration from the Government.
A promise has been extracted from the
right hon. the Premier, and I trust
that, at the earliest possible date next
session, we will have u chance of dealing
with these duties. When I went before
the electors, I certainly pledged myself
very strongly on behalf of the reduction of
the food duties. I further pledged myself
at the time {o endeavour to obtain a re-
form of the wining laws, the restriction
of Asiatics, and to have the question of
public batteries dealt with, in addition to
several minor matters. A great deal of
delay has occurred in dealing with some
of these questions, and I think it is
advisable that we should have an
opportunity of dealing with them at
once. During this debate, a good deal
of information has bLeen supplied to the
. House, more especially -by the hon.
niember forr West,. Kimberley, e has
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shown wus that meat is supplied here
at an average price of 44d. and that it is
retailed atabout 8. He has not shown ns

- how toaccount for that inumense difference.

Tlave them.

[Mx. A. Forrest: He is not a butcher.)
I think the member for West Kimberley
might have gone a little further, and
given us someidea of where this excessive
cost has occurred. Is it because the rail-
way or shipping facilities are not suffi-
cient, or because there were no abattoirs ?
or was it on account of combination ® If
we want more railways or better shipping
facilities, I say let us have them. If the
construction of public abattoirs would
help us, and T believe 16 would, Jet us
If, however, prices are high
on aceount of some Lombmd,tlon the only
way of dealiug with that is to allow
frozen meat to come in at the same price
as live cattle. I know there is a com-
bination, and I think some effort should be
made todeal with it. Tthink we should
try to have meat supplied at a lower rate
than it is. There are other anomalies in
the tariff. T for one ain not desirous of
seeing the whole of the duties abol-
ished. I would strongly object to seeing
a large remission of the duties; Dbut
some should be taken off altogether,
and in sowe a remission should be made.
The tax of 3d. & pound on tinned meats
is too high. [A Measer: Itis §d., not
3d.] T consider that the farmer needs
protection. The worker is a tax-paver
also, and he wants some protection. I
behieve we should assist the farmer, and
I would assist him by the initiation of a
bonus system similar to that which exists
in Victoria. I would send experts round
the country, who would show the farmers
the best way of dealing with their pro-
duce, and the best way of making cheese,
etc. We have abundance of good land in
this country, but we also have a large
number of big estates. To make up the
deficiency that would be caused by taking
off the food duties, I would put a tax on
unimproved land, not on improved land,
Any person owning an areax of 3500 acres,
unless it was improved, should be
taxed. The Premier objects to the im-
portation of apples. I would ask, which
is the greater parasite: the man who
holds thirty or forty thousand acres
of land and won't improve themw,
or the apple raiser? 1 think we will
all agree that the man who holds the
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land without improving it is the para-
site. We . must try and break up these
great estates in agricultural areas, owned
by people who won’t improve them. T
think we should assist the farmer,
but I do not believe in taking off all
the duties. It we take the duties off
meat and cheese, off bacon and butter
and egys, I think the goldfields will he
satisficd. [A Memeer: I should think
§0!1 The Premier states that we are
incurring  finaucial obligations which
make it inopportune at the present
moment to alter the existing schedule.
T dare say the right hon. gentleman has
adopted the wisest course in not altering
it at the present moment. A good deal has
been said about the pledges made on the
hustings. I think the Commissioner of
Railways went too far when he said that
these pledges were a lot of balderdash
thrown about to please the people. I do
not think that was the way in which
candidates generally looked upon them.
I know that I, for one, did not, and I
think the remarks of the Commissioner
were most uncalled for. I also object to
the way in which the member for North-
East Coolgardie referred to the members
of the goldfields. It is not for am to
criticise us. I think this is a great
question for the goldficlds. We do not
want all the duties rvemitted, but we
certainly want some. T was very pleased
to hear the promise made by the right
Lion. the Premier. Had the Premier not
made a pledge to abulish some duties and
remit others, I would have felt it my duty
to go into opposition.  We want mining
reforn, a drastic reforn that will serve
the interests of the capitalists and the
workmen. We want to see the mining
industry conserved in a different manner
from what it has been in the past.  Several
speakers have cvompared the mining
industry with the agricultural industry.
One hon. mewber says that the Earmers
are always asking for protection, but that
the ininers never do. I would ask members
to place themselves in the position of a
leascholder of a gold mine.  If the mouey

for his lease is not paid at the right !
moment, he is fined 110 te 120 per cent. |
How are the pastoralists

per snmum.
treated ¥ T do not think they are treated
like that.  Other matiers claim attention,
such as that of the public battery ques-
tion.
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Premier has promised to place £50,000
on the Estimates for the erection of public
batteries. Iwish hehad promised to make
it £150,000. He has also promised to iu-
troduce an Act dealing with undesirable
immigrants. That 1s a matter that
admits of no delny. I think we should
deal with these questions as soon as
possible. I am adverse to a change of
Government, as it would simply delay
matters. I have seen the rapid rise and
progress of the fields; and the efforts made
by the Ministry to try and cope with the
wants of this new country have been
admirable. Railways have been con-
structed. Hundreds of miles of roads
have been cleared. Telegraphic com-
munication with the most remote places
has been established. Water has been
conserved, and almost any legislation
that has been required has been imnnedi-
ately attended to. For that reason T
came to the Ministerial side, in order to
give the Government a fair support. I
may state that the goldfields have no
desire to turn the Govermmnent out. We
have w majority of the goldfields mem-
bers on this side of the Homse. I am
prepared to accept the Premier’s pledge,
but he must not expect the goldfields
members to be blind followers. There is
a lot of important legislation we desire
to see brought forward. If that
legisiation is of a broad and progresgive
character, it would please the House, and
please the country wenerally.

Mz, CONOLLY (Duudas): This
guestion of food duties, which has taken
up so much of the time of the House,
should be regarded from a hroad and
national standpoint. We have discussed
the food-duties aspect of the guestion
more particularly, but I think the ques-
tion has two sides. First in importance
is the fact that it bears divectly on the
point of no-confidence in the Ministry. 1
think it well for us, however much we
may desire 1o see the foud duties reduced,
to think for a moment of the standpoint
from which other people, the whole
political world, both e England and 1
other countries, regard this question. It
seems to me that, though this question of
food duties is one of great impertance to
us, aud it is felt no doubt m a great

* messyure threughout the goldfields, still

[

the people who are at the present moment,

1 am verr glud 6o think that the | investing money here, and on wham in n
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great measure the progress

of this '
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Government not come fo a speedy com-

colony depends, regard this more as ' promise, there is no donbt whatever as to

#  no-confidence motion; and taking
into consideration the general depression

which this colony has undergone so

lately, and the turn which things
have taken for the hetter, I think it
would be most. undesirable for any great
political erisis to take pluce which should
retard or discourage the efforts that are
being made by capifalists to develop the
mining industry of the colony. This is
the reason why L and the majority of the
members from the goldfields, have taken
up the stand we have on this question. I

think, if the Opposition had selected u -

more opportune time for introducing

this question of food dufies, they would

have had a more willing support; but by
combining the question of food duties
with one of no-confidence, the former has
not had the attention which it would
otherwise have received.

M. Intivaewormi: The Government
did that.

Mr. CONOLLY: Possibly the Gov-
ernment had something to do with it. No
doubt the Government threw down a
challenge which I think the Opposition
were very reasonable in taking up; and,
although I am not supporting this ques-
tion at the present moment so strongly as
I would like to do, T consider that a great
deal is due to the Opposition for the
stand which they have taken.
to impress upon hon. members that the

question as viewed by the world at large -

18 nut so much that of food duties as one of
a want of confidence in the Government.
The member for Geraldton (Mr. Simpson)
has heen good encugh to mention the
Esperance railway. 1 dare say I shall
have the pleasure of telling him something
about that, before I have finished. But
there is another matter which undoubtedly
has influenced the members representing
various goldfields constituencies. We
have all made pledges, and I de net think
there is one of the goldfields members in
this House who would, any more than
other members, commit in any way a
breach of a promise which he had given
to his constituents or to other people.
We have all pledged ourselves to the re-
duction of these food duties; and putting

entirely on one side the very inauspicious
moment. which has been chosen for bring- |
ing these food duties up, still, had the -

ButI want

which side the members for the goldfields
would have given their support and their
vates. The concession which the Govern-
ment have made has more to do with the
attitude taken by many of the gold-
fields members than anything else. The
Government have certainly conceded &
great deal. In all probability, had the
reduction of the duties come on dur-
ing this session, the geldfields population
would have heen satisfied with a very
moderate concession, which would have
simply covered a few articles of staple
food that are largelv consuimzed by themn
and by people in other places, und which,

- I would mot sav cannot be produced, but

which are not produced at the present
moiment in Western Australia. and which
are, moreover, articles o which our
farmers have not so far turned their atten-
tion. Itisthesematters whichthegoldfields
membhersdesiretoseeaitended to. Amongst
the articles the duties on which they would
like to see reduced, meat undoubtedly
takes priority. The duty on meat is one
which, T think, weighs as heavily on the
people in Fremantle and Perth as it does
on those living on the goldfields, and
more especially is this due to the very
inconsistent manner in which frozen meat
is taxed as compared to imported live
stock. It is all very well for certain
gentlemen to say that frozen meat is un-
fit for human consumption, and that the
people on goldfields would not eat it;
but T consider that the people in England
are just as good critics of food as any
people in the colonies, and if frozen meat
cau he eaten in London, and if it is sufli-
ciently good to compete in a measure with
the fresh meat which is imported into
London, I consider there is no reason why
frozen meat should not be used here—no
reason why it should be repudiated us
unfit for consumption. I consider that
frozen meat would be much better for the
people than a great deal of this tinned
meat which they have been subsisting
on for so many vears. Again, we have
cheese, butter, and bhacon. We may
also add flour. These are, I think, the
principal things; and had the (overn-
ment met us in respect of them during
this session, it would bave given im.
mediate relief, not only to the goldfields,
but to all the people of Western Aus-
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tralia; and we should have been much
better satisfied under those conditions
than we are now, with the promise that
the Government have given us, which
involves waiting till next session. The
food dniies have also been vegarded as
supplying money for public works. It
has been said that if the food duties ave
reduced, then how shall we continue to
carry out those important public works
which we have already embarked on and
which we intend to continue ? Well, I
Lave the honour to represent a consti-
tuency which has paid a very large
amount i food duhies. In the last
three years the district of Dundas has
paid no less than £60.000 in food
duties ; and at the present moment the
people on the Dundas goldfield are
compelled to carry their goods, a large
portion of them, for over 1,100 miles,
hecause the Government will not give
them fair and reasonable means of
carrying them by the natural route,
which 1s 100 miles. That is the refurn
which the Dundas people have for their
food duties. I do not say the Govern-
ment, have done nothing for that district.
They have, in some meusure, done a few
things, such thingg as they have done for
other people. They have given them
post offices, and so forth, But how can
people who are treated in such a manner
regard this question of the retention of
the food duties for the purpose of raising
money to carry out public works 7 These
people are not in the happy position of
the inhabitants of Fremantle, Perth, and
similar places, who are now objecting to
food duties. The people on the Dundas
goldfield have not ouly got high rents
and these duties to embarrass them at the
present moment, hut they have the
crushing cost of transit to contend with;
and I feel confident that if the Govern-
ment would do with the money as they
say they intend to do, and give to that
goldfield some facilities of transit, and in
some degree reduce the difficulties, T say
the people there would be far more dis-
posed to meet the farmers liberally and
do what the Commissioner of Railways is
hoping for—that is, when duties come on
the farmers, they would consider the case
of the farmers i a gemerous spirit. [
will conclude by saying that while I, in
conunon with the majority of goldfields
members, am fully determined to regard
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the promises I made to the electors. and
while T consider that these tariff duties
should undoubtedly be reduced. stall I
take it that a member coming to this
Honse has a duty not anly to those whomn
he represents, his conslituents, but also
a duty to the country. Therefore, look-
ing on this motion from a national
standpoint, from which other people also
undoubtedly rvegard it, I consider it is
well within the right and reason of every
member to support the Government on
this occasion.

Mr. KENNY (North Murchison): I
take it that the question hefore the
House is not. one of want of confidence
in the Ministry, that 1t is not a ruestion
of freetrade or protection, that it 1s not a
question of poldfields members verans
agricultiral members, but that is a ques-
tion whether the food duties which weigh
so heavily on the working classes of this
eolony shall be removed or not. When
the Premier made his election speech at
Bunbwry, he noticed the fact that the
food duties would be made the hattle cry
of the general election, and he remarked
also that o battle ery was necessavy.
Did that admissiou on his part come
from the old campaigner “snifting the
hattle from afar,” or was it due to the
fact that he had at last awoke up, and
was being forcibly reminded that the
people of Western Australia in 1897
were a very different population from
those he had te deal with when he
became Premier in 18907  Knowing full
well that the people he had to deal with
now could not he treated in the same
way, on some uestions, he doubtless felt
that the time had come when he
could no longer close his ears to the
voice of the people as echoed from their
representatives elected to this Chamber.
In regard to the article cheese, the right
hon. gentleman said, “I do not think
much of cheese; I never eat it.” I do
not think the greatest admirer of the
right hon. gentleman or his greatest
enemy would ever accuse him of eating
cheese ; but few members on the Gov-
ernment side of the House do plead
guilty to the charge of eating large quan-
tities of cheese. If the right hon. gentle-
man does not eat cheese, he should
remember that there are large numbers
of people on the goldfields, and in the
city of Perth, who have to fall hack on
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the homely fare of bread and cheese. The
right hon. gentlewan claimed n great daal
of credit for the fact that tea and sugar
were free, and that this very fact places
ns ab a preat advantage over the other
colonies, as in no other colony are ten and
sugar free. 1 quite agree with the hon.
gentleman, but the people of the colony
would not complain of w reasonable tavitt
on tea, or to a reasonable duty on sugar.
Oue of the greatest complaints that 1, as
o West Australian, have to make is that
my native country does not resemble
the other colonies. Tt hehoves us to do
all we can to bring this colony into line
with the other colonies, to show the people
from the other colonies who come here to
assist ns in the development of our
country’s resources, that they have
not come here to e governed by a
different set of laws and regulations from
those they have known on the other
sidee. =~ We must show them that
their laws shall he our laws, and
their people our people. In regard to
making these food duties a party ques-
tion, it is not the first time that such an
amendment has heen made a party
question in this House. The Premier
showed a wonderful amount of tact in
accepting the ameandinent which the
leader of the Opposition moved as a
motion of want of confidence. The fact
of the matter was this, that the Pre-
mier could see as clearly as any of us
here that a large number of members
were returned to the House pledged toa
reduction of the food duties; and if this
amendment had been brought before the
House as an ordinary question, these hon.
members would have supported the re-
duction of the food duties; then if hon.
members on this side of the House could
not claim a majority, they would have run
the Government closerthan Ministers have
been run before-~too close for the hon.
member at the head of the (overnment.
The Premier converted the amendment
into a want-of-confidence motion, so that
those returned to support the Government
could say that, of the two evils, they chose
the lesser by supporting the Government.
I say and lelieve that a great deal of
goad must of necessity spring from this
debate. Some amount of good was the
outcome of a similar amendment brought
forward in the House in 1895. The
hon. member for Central Murchison (Blr.
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Tllingworth) on that oceasion introduced a
motion for the redistribution of seats. It
was trented as a motion of no-confidence ;
and one of the most prominent members
of the Glovernment of the day stated that
this was bringing all sorts of evil on the
country. He said it would have the
result of creating a pick-and-shovel
representation, and he hoped the day
would be far distant before he saw the
House filled with representatives of picks
and shovels: that 15 more than two years

ago. [Tue Premier: Who was the
member 7] The Attorney General. Al-

though at, the time my friend the member
for Central Murchison failed, he must
feel that he has secured a victory to-night,
when he looks round him and sees so
many pick-and-shovel representatives sit-
ting here,

Tue Premier: Not one uses them,
though.

Mr. KENNY: For wmy part, I am
proud of occupving a seat in the Parlia-
ment of my native counfry, but prouder
that I have been sent here by the picks
and shovels of the Northern Murchisen—a
large section of the bone and sinew from
the Eastern celonies, now developing my
native country. As long as I sit here, L
shall feel that my first duty is to the men
who sent me here,and as Lam pledged to
do alt T can to further their interests, and
to lighten the burden they are bearing,
and which is a pretty heavy burden of
taxation, T shall ever be ready to further
their interest and fulfil the position they
placed me in. A great deal has been said
of the protection to the various industries,
especially to the farmer. I have no ob-
jection to protect the farmer. and T have
no sympathy with those who have en-
deavoured to set. party against party. I
can assure you that no one has a greater
feeling of regard for the agrienlturists
than the mnners thronghout Western
Australia. It s better for them to see
that the agricultural pursuits progress, so
that they can purchase their food stuffs
at their own door, rather than the im-
ported article; but while T am doing the
hest T can to protect the Earmer, T must
look back at the working man. I was
just casually going through the tariff the
other day, and I found that there are forty-
one articles, each of whicl is essential
to the equipment of anv prospecting
party going into the eountry. Of
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those 41 articles there are four
ing n duty of 20 per cent., 31 bearing a
duty of 15 per cent., and 6 bearing a.duty
of 10 per cent. 'Then again there are
dried frmit, bacon, and baking powder,
bearing a duty of 3d. per Ib. No onecan
deny that the prospector and the working
miner are doing as much for the de-
velopment of the resources of Western
Australia as any other. section of the
community, A preat deal has been said
and can be said on the side of the agri-
catturist. It has been said that where a
maun makes two blades of grass grow
where only one grew before, he is a bene-
factor to the State. That is a point of
view I entirely agree with. But I also
say that where a man produces 2ozs. of
gold where no gold has been found before,
he is a still greater benefactor to the State.
If the champion of agriculture will face
me on this question, I will take the side of
the gold. A great deal has been made of
the fact that machinery is let in free. It
is well machinery is Jet in free, or any-
thing else that wilt tend to develop the
resources of the country.  Ou the other
hand, it is hardly fair to give a rich com.-
pany an advantage over a lard-working
prospector or miner. Sufficient machinery
to work an average mine would cost, say,
£2,000; and if a company importing
such machinery paid the same rate of
duty as does a working digger on his
appliances, they would pay about £350.
As it is, such a company pays no duty. I

do mot object to machinery coming
in free of duty, but the incidence
of the taxation ought to be fair.

I am tired of hearing the cry that
the diggers have everything. [Mr. A.
Forresr: It is a fact, thongh.] The
Premier has said : “Tam told you are pay-
ing 7d per 1b. for your heef: vou must
attribute at most a half penny a pound
as put on by the duty.”” The Premier
may have suffered from a slip of his
memory ; at any rate, he has missed an
opportunity of explaining a very simple
fact. While he talked of the duty being
ouly a halfpenny per pound, there was,
I may remind him, a vessel in the
harbour of Fremantle, laden with frozen
nmeat, and those interested found it
cheaper to pay demurrage than to pay
the duty.

TeE PreEmiEr: They did not pay any
demurrage.

[ASSEMRBLY.]
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Mx. KENNY: That is a question
which I thought would have been clenred
up. We have heard a great deal about
the meat duty, but not one single member
has attempted to explain why it is frozen
meat, is made to pay 1id. per pound,
while live sheep or cattle pay about a
halfpenny. [Me. A. Forrresr: Not a
halfpenny.] I had hoped that, before the
debate closed, some hon. member would
have offered an explanation on the point.
I have heen struck with the interest
some hon. members seem to have in the
health of the people, even to the point of
preventing the importation of frozen meat.
But who would lose by the importation of
frozen meat? Why, the importers of
live carcases. As a matier of fact, if the
ment company wish to land 130 carcases
of meat in & morning, they have first of
all to fill in a cheque for £500, taking
the bullock at 800lbs. as costing £5. [A
MEemBER: Quite right, too.] To land
1,000 sheep, the company would have to
fill in a cheque for £375, or in all £875,
hefore they see a farthing of their money
back. Tf that is not a prohibitive duty,
T would very much like to know what is.
The duty will seem still heavier when
hon. members come to consider what live
cattle can be purchased for at Kimberley.
I have it on very good anthority that the
last shipment of live catile at Kim-
berley cost £4 15s. a head, and 8s.
a head to put on board, making a
total cost for the cattle on hoard of £5
3s. Does it not seem, I might almost
say, monstrous that an impaorter of frozen
meat has to pay more duty, or practically
as much duty, at Fremantle as a bullock
can he purchased for in Eimberley? The
Premier at Bunbury informed us that the
halfpenny per pound duty was necessary
to protect the graziers, who had a stake
in the country. No doubi the graziers
have a stake in the country ; but whether
we come in contact with that * steak”
in form of a grill en the brealfast table
or as a matter of discussion in the House,
it is a very tough subject to handle. I
was rather struck with the remarks made
by the hon. member for North Fremantle.
I, like himself, was the recipient of »
printed circular that was, I think, sent to
pretty well every member of the House a
week or two ago. Along with many
other such communications I quietly
passed it by, and I do not suppose 1
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should hare looked at it again but for the |
hon. member's aliusion.

Mr. Doreery: Then I have done
some good.

Me. KENNY: You have done some
goad, it only by exhibiting youwr talents
as corner-man of the Ministerial benches.
It has been shown that on 100,000 sheep
and 10,000 cattle the duty would bhe
£27,500, whereas the duty on a similar
quantity of frozen meat would be
£87,500; or, in other words, the monetary
advantage of the live stock ns against the
frozen article would he £62,166. Oneof
the chief causes of complaint is that this
prohibitive duty prevents fair competition
i the meat market. If the (Fovernment
wish to meet the views of the people, they
will put frozen meat and live ieat on a
fair basis at the Customs-house. This
could be done by taking a penny a pound
off the duty on frozen meat. The hon.
member for the Gascoyne has told us that
the “fifth quarter” of the live animal pretty
waell pays the whole of the duty demanded
from the importer of live stock. There-
fore, practicully speaking, live stock is
admitted free of duty. That being so,
Ido not think it is unreasonable to ask
the Government to reduce the duty on
meat to a halfpenny per pound. One
poiut the Govermment have made is that
they must retain the duties at present in
order to carry through the financial en-
gagements of the year. I am sure none
of us will complain now. considering that
the members on this (the Opposition) side
have attained their object by this amend-
ment, the Premier having promised that
the food duties shall be dealt with in the
next session. Of course taxation is
esgential, and the Government must have
a revenue; therefore, the next question
15, where are we to get the difference in
revenue from if we reduce the food duties?
Huving lately spent a month in travelling
through the South-Western District, I
can say that if the Government will place
a land tax on the thousands of acres of
splendid land that is there lying unused
and entirely unimproved, and is held by
absentees or by men of position in the
colony, such a tax will relieve them con-
siderably from the loss of the food duties.
I am not one of those who think it is pos-
sible to tax yourself rich or borrow yowr-
self rich; but T would prefer that the
Grovernment should meet us in a fair spirit,
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i and, as we must have revenue, rather than
take from the pockets of the workers, I
say let us go into the London market and
borrow the equivalent that we shounld lose
by the reduction of the food duties.

i Mg. Domerry: You would not do for
Treasurer.

Mr. KENNY: There is another little
matter that wight be gathered in the way
of taxation, and I expect it will receiveas
warm a reception as my last suggestion,
for I never dreamt that a land tax would
meet with the approval of gentlemen on
the Government side; and my other
suggestion is to put a tax on beer.

Mg. Dougrty: We don't want to tax
-the working man.-

Mer. KENNY: Butthe dav is not far
distant when the people living in the
country will decide as to the taxation,
and it will not be left altogether to
gentlemen on the Government side to
decide what shall be taxed and what shall
be let in free. 1 have little to add,
beyond that as a new member I feel
grateful to many here for little kindnesses
and services I have received at their
hands ; but, on the other hand, I have
been more than surprised at the way in
which many of the remarks and speeches
from this {(the Opposition) side of the
House have been received by members on
the Governmentside. I was under the im-
pression that, when wecame into the Honse,
each one would be listened to fairly; that
there would be a great deal of straight
hitting, but that we would take care not
to hit below the belt. That, however, has
not.heenaltogetheradhered to, and Iconfess
T felt both grieved and hurt at many of the
personal remarks and reflections cast
upon members on this side of the House.
We may not be able to boast of a large
banking account, or of holding eight
miles of country along the railway, hut we
can at lenst claim honesty of purpose, and
I feel quite satisfied, from the very rough
handling the Opposition have received
from some of the gentlemen on the other
side of the House, that they have attained
their purpose. They have "done good ser-
vice to the country, and the people will
see ns in our true light, and will look
. upon us more favourably than upon some

of the gentlemen on the other side. In
conclusion, I would remind you that

Honor purd shame from no condition rise,
Act well your part: there all the konour les.
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Mr. SIMPSON: The House is, per-
haps, growing a little weary of this
debate. We bave now had seven hours,
and we had two nights before, and I do
not think much further light can he
thrown on the fiscal aspect of the ques-
tion. We have had statistics which may
e, and perhaps are, trustworthy. We
have a positive 10d. a week estunated by
the Government, and we have a probable
6d. a week from some supporters of the
Government, while from other parts of
the House we have had other statistics
suggested as the basis of this great
national question, Perhaps we can get
a little away from that aspect of the
question, although I much regret, from
his great position, that in introducing the
question to the House the right hon. the
Premier did not remember a little more of
the amenities of debate, instead of opening
the vials of his wrath and pouring them on
the devoted head of the elderly gentleman
who represents South Fremantle (Mr.
Solomon). Surely after the great honours
that have recently been conferred on the
Premier, he can add more fithing contri-
butions to the debates of the Legislature
of this country than the abuse he so
liberally hestows on the gentlemen who,
upon matters of principle, have the
audacity or daring to differ from him.
Might I suggest to him that a difference
of opinion, even in Western Australis
where he rules—that the holding of an
ndependent opinion—has not yet become
a crime. He also nused that high mono-
tone chest-note of his, in referring to the
member for Albany (Mr. Leake), and
the member for East Perth (Mr. James),
the latter sitting in that singularly eleva-
ted position on the back cross-bench—
aud men of this class, gentlemen standing
before the country as public men of
ability and character, securing general
respect outside as well as inside this
Chamber, he alluded to as men who had
not “won their spurs.’” Surely it is
beneath him. Surely it is untrue. As
we know perfectly well, and as the country
knows, the right hon. gentleman wished
to put spurs on them, and they would not
have them. [Tue Premrer: I den
that.] Don't we know that he (the
Premier) sought the assistance of the
member for Albany in the formation of
his first Government? And don’t we know

there was a certain amount of love-making
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going on in another quarter in connection
with another possible position? 8o much
for the attitude adopted by the Premicr
in dealing with this question. And then
he hoists the flag to the mast-head, as he
is always doing to kecp his followers in
order, over there; and when one looks at
their serried ranks, one realises how he
drills them—how like they are to old and
well-drilled circus hacks, such as vou see
in Fitzgerald’s civcus. There is not one
of their actions that is not made in
accordance with the tuition and abselute
dictation of the ring-master. T am
sorry the right hon. gentleman does
not approve of my description of his
supporters. I may say I have absolute
faith in the promises of the Colonial
Treasurer, recorded in the public press,
when he states, in regard to the
duties, that “some would be reduced, and
some abolished.” T aceept that promise.
I never knew him break one. I haven
great respect for the right hon. gentleman,
so far as his sincerity and integrity go.
T accept his promise with regard to these
duties; but might I suggest to some of
the gentlemen who purpese opposing this
“hogey ” motion of want of confidence
to-night, the extrene danger they run in
deferring the alteration of the tariff. It
is of immense importance to their per-
sonal interests and personal safety that
they should have the alteration imme-
diately. I would suggest ome item in
the tariff, at avy rate, which should
immediately have a duty placed upon it
that would prohibit its introduction with-
i our borders, and that would be the
very useful commodity known as “Rough-
on-Rats.” One speech of the right hon.
member for Bunbury at the Federal
Convention consisted of the ejaculation
of the word “ Rats "’ Tt wasappropriate.
He ought to know all about them; and
by the time this division is over, he will
know more about them. He went over
there and he came hack ; and he will ind
that he is sailing in a ship that is half-
full of them. It was interesting also
listening to the speech of the member for
North Coolgardie (Mr. Gregory). The
hon. member, so far as T gathered from
his remarks, considered that the reduction
of the food duties was a very important
question, and he looked upon the keeping
of the Forrest Ministry in office as being
also of great importance. And T was
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then veminded of something I had seen
in the press, because I am a man who
looks to the public press of the colony for
very valuable information; and I read in
the press that the member for North
Coolgardie had telegraphed to his cou-
stituents to know how he should voie. I
wonder if he had an answer to thetelegram.
[Me. GrEGORY : Itisincorrect.] Ah, the
press is wrong again! Those wretched
reporters always gowrong! Weshall have
to do something to prevent their misre-
presenting members of Parliament. Twas
wondering whether he got an answer to
his telegram, which enabled him to
decide whether he would support the
Government in this want-of-confidence
amendment.  With regard to -this
amendment, so far as I am personally
concerned, I may say that so long as
those who oecupy the Ministerial benches
will allow the Opposition to control them
as we are doing now, I am prepared to
support a monthly vote of continued
confidence, and allow the members of the
Ministry fo retain the emoluments of
office. I am not an office-seeker. I have
noticed that some of the hon. members
on the opposite side have been playing
the game of *“ bob cherry.” The Premier
said the object of the amendment was to
cndeavour to change the Government. I
do not think that was a fair way of
taking the motion, because it is admitted
generally by the House that this question
of food duties has been occcupying the
public mind for some time. The Premier
went on to say that the issue was
whether the present Government or their
friends on the other side should ad-
minister the affairs of the country. It
is nothing of the sort. T do not suppose
such an idea ever entered the mind of the
member for Albany, when moving his
amendment. The Premier’s speech might
be aptly described by a quotation from
Disraeli : “The honourable gentleman ex-
hausted time, and entrenched on eternity.”
‘We export gold, timber, wool, and pearls.
Can any hon. gentleman in the House
suggest anything that is protected there ?
How can we protect these? And yet I
am safe in saying that 96 per cent. of the
men employed in the colony are empioyed
in connection with these industries. I
maintain that you cannot possibly protect
more than 20 per cenf. of the men em-
ployed in the industries of the coun-
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try. You cannot possibly protect more
than one in five. Seeing that is the
case, the duty must press heavily
on the people, No one has more at
heart the opening up of the country
than I have. Not the most rabid agri-
culturists in the House can accuse me
of not doing what I can to assistall
native industries. The honourable mem-
ber for Yilgarn (Mr. Oats) told me that
when he paid sovereigns to some man in
the country for doing some work for him,
the man pointed out to him that they
usually did business at barter, und that it
would be better if he had given him an
order on the firm of Monger and Com-
pany, or Shenton and Company, and he
That was the
condition of agriculture nine or ten
years ago in those districts. The gold-
fields lifted wmany men from abject
poverty to comparative affluence; but
those men never went ahead bevond
that. No doubt the old story is true
of the genial party in the district so ably
represented by Mr. Harper—the story
that on one occasion the worthy tiller of
the soil remarked, * We do not have to
work half as much, but we get just as muach
money for our hay.” 'The question of
the unimproved lands is becoming a very
serious one. Some lands are contribut-
ing magnificently to the empleyment of
the people, but there are other lands on
which tens are found, where there ought
to be thousands of people. Now, there
is the great Peel estate. T want to know
whether the Government cannot find
some means of compelling improvements
or of taking the land over. People are
being taxed for the building of milways
and the improving of the value of every
acre there, God knows, taxation is
pretty heavy already! It seems to he
the object of the Government and their
gupporters to take as much, instead of
as little, out of the people’s pockets as
they can. The time has come when Par-
liament should face the question. and
offer a reasonable source of a small hut
possibly a growing revenue. The great
mjustice underlying the food duties 1is
that the incidence of the taxation is un-
just. It will be readily agreed that
the happiest system of taxation is that
by which members of a community con-
tribute towards the cost of the Gov-
ernment according to their means. Is
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that the case in regard to the food duties?
Do we not know that these duties fall
more heavily on the wage-earners in the
country than on people engagedin what
may be called genteel pursuits P Another
distinctive feature, which in all periods
of history follows as the sunset follows
sunrise, is that every reduction in taxation
on the mecessaries of life leads to in-
creased consumption, and, with this
increased consumption, no damage can
be done to the revenue. I suggest
these matters for the consideration
of the House. Then there is another
feature. We are expending large sums of
money well and wisely at Fremantle. We
have made a great harbour there, one
which will be a credit to us. Tt willmake
1s the first point of call for the people from
the old world, and the last point of de-
parture for those who are going Home.
The shipping industry, therefore, is a
great industry for Fremantle, and every-
thing should be done to encourage it. It
appears to me that the farmers are being
placed in a false position. First you
bolster themn up with duties, you tell them
to throw away their legs and use crutches.
Surely the Ministry are not jockeying us.
They tell us they are going to “abolish and
reduce” the duties. T am content with
that. Seeing that we are four months in
the financial year and that it would upset
the financial position to make the reduc-
tion at once the proposition is a reason-
able one. I have no wish to deal with it
in an unreasonable manner. It will also
interest the public, who are watching these
matters very closely, to know how many
public batteries the Governmentare going
to erect. I am wondering how much
this division will cost the Government; re-
membering that when a battery has been set
up in one district, there will be no end of
demands by other disiricts for similar
favours. There have lbeen some very
valuable contributions to this debate,
especially from the hon, members for
East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) and
West Kimberley (Mr. Alex. Forrest). T
was very much interested in the way they
put their cases before the House. I was
under a misapprehension with regard to
the election of the hon. member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran). He told us he
was returned first to support the Forrest
Ministry, and then to secure if possible a
remission of the food duties.
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Mr. Moran:
of the sort.

Me. SIMPSON: I thought the first
was the more important question of the
two. T had it in my recollection that the
hon. member said that, and T went to the
trouble of locking up the hon. genile-
man’s speech, and I found that he was
returned on a great big question, that of
the amendment of the labour conditions.
I found that Mr. Wilkinson, who oppesed
the hon. gentleman, was in favour of the
reduction of the labour conditions, and that
the hon. member had been returned to
the House as a supporter of the labour
conditions as at that time existing, and
that the support of the Government was a
minor matter, so far as he was concerned.
I do not think the Opposition have any
right to ask for more than has been con-
ceded in this debate. The division will
result, I do not know how—1it 1s a mere
detail of numbers. We have the pledge
of the Premier that these duties will be
altered. Tt was suggested to me to-day
that the Government had initiated u
policy of pandering to the goldfields. I
do not think that can be so, when we
have had such strong assertions made
about people having t¢ tread over the
Premier’s dead body before something can
be done——

TrE PrEmier: 1 did not say anything
of the sort, in regard to that matter.

Me. SIMPSON : The Premier said at
Bunbury that the growers of produce
would overtake the demand in five years,
and the Cowmisgioner of Railways, who
represents the Williams district, told
us he would catch uwp to the demands
of the country in two years. The
Minister of Education has been un-
gracious enough to seek out those
members of this Assembly who happen,
by mere accident, to have been born
in Western Australia, and he has
appealed to them on that ground to
support the Government. The allusion
is not a happy one, and, looked at in
certain lights, it is absolutely ridiculous;
hecause I do not know any one in this
Assembly who would say he had any
part in the choice as to where he should
be born. Personally, I have only the
kindliest thoughts about the colony,
although not born in it. Such allusions
as the Minister of Education made are
, particularly inappropriate, when we know

T never said anything
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that the native-born in Weslern Australia
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breakfast of 2 morning while the food he

are in a minority on the present occasion. | ate was seasoned with a sense of injustice,

I do hope the House will get away from
the practice of looking so much to the
lines on which the development of this
country compares with the state of things
in Vietoria. I have had Victoria very
prominently before me as an object
lesson, and, visiting that colony lately, I
have realised painfully that walking
about Melbourne and some other places
is like walking about the graveyard of
capital, as one sees there that the poor are
absolutely starving for want of work.
The world has got a Dbit wiser on
this fiscal question, and is coming to
the question of what is expedient to be
done. I am content to believe that every
member of this House is as perfectly in-
dependent and as clean-handed as I am
in voting on this question, and T see no
good to be got by ubmputing motives.
That the price of meat is extreme is
generally admitted, but whether the
member for West Kimberley (Mr. A
Forrest) can alter it, I do not know.
If, in his kindly nature, be eould reduce
the price of it, the public would possibly
be much better pleased, and would agree
with us in saying we are quite agreeable
to let the Mmistry stay on the Govern-
ment benches, go through the weary
drudgery of administration, and retain
the emoluments ot office, upon which, I
ain perfectly sure, they will not grow fat.
I do hope that, in carrving out the pledge
the Premier has yiven to the House, he
will consider the great opportunity that is
before him. The Premier says cheap food
means cheap wages. I challenge him to
produce an instance in any established
country. [Tre Premier: Ceylon.] I do
not know what he means by cheap wages.
To my mind, cheap wages are very often
the highest wages. I have always found
it through life that low wages do not
necessarily mean cheap wages. I do not
know enough of the country which the
right hon. gentleman alludes to; but I
would say that this would be a splendid
opportumt.y to relieve the great mass of
our working people. It will readily be
admitted that the great mass of our
working people are engaged in these gold
industries. I do hope it will never be
laid to the charge of the right hon. gentle-
man that, in his administration, he com-
pelled the poor man to sit down to his

that he will never have it laid to his charge,
and—notwithstanding the interruption
of the member for North Fremantle (Mr.
Docherty), who possibly can have little
sympathy with the poor who are helping
to build up this country—wil! never have
it said that he aided in any policy of
grinding the poor. Standing here to-
night, I am content to listen to the
laughs and the sneers of the incarnation
of fat dividends who sits over there (Mr.
Doherty), and I say that, much as I
admire the hon. member’s speeches, and
while T recognise to-night the intellectual
advantages secured to this Chamber
by his briliant contribution to fhis
valuable debate, I do hope that many
members of this House will, in later
times, look back to the alterations in the
revenue tariff that are before the House
to-night—that when occasion arises, they
will he found doing service in putting the
great industries of this country on a
sound basis. Bubt T cannot avoid the
impression that the grave underlying fea-
ture in connection with these food duties
is the injustice in the incidence of taxa-
tiou-—that we are taking from the poorest
in the land an undue proportion of the
revenue that we are spending on the
development of the counfry, I submit
my views on the question with deference.
The House has been kind enough to Listen
to me with patience. The mere numbers
in the division I do not care about. The
concession has been granted. I do nof
even care to lock upon it as a concession.
The request has been agreed to. It has
been distinetly pledged to the country
that, of these duties some will be abolished
and some will he reduced ; and I have too
great a respect for the sincerity of
the Premier to imagine that when the
people have asked for bread he will give
them a stone, or to believe that he has
merely suggested something with the idea
of “jockeying” members out of their
votes for a temporary purpose, without
intending to carry out the pledge that he
has distinctly given to the country. I
shall support the amendment.

Me. HOLMES (East Fremantle): As
the seconder of the motion on the Address-
in-Reply, and one of the youngest
members in this House, I wish, first of
all, to refer to some of the remarks made
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by the member for Albany (Mr. Leake),
and the member for Central Murchison
{Mr. Illingworth). These gentlemen were
good enough to ask the younger members
not to forget their pledges—to stand
by the promises made to their con-
stituents, and to vote accordingly. I
stand here prepared to do my duty in
the interests of the electors of East
Fremantle. I stand here as a protec-
ionist returned by what our friends
opposite call o freetrade constituency. I
made no promise other than T gave to the
rest of the country, and ¥ am prepared to
stand by that. I value the good opinion
of the hon. member for Albany, but I
value more my own self-respect, and the
goodopinion of the people who sentme here.
I should not like it to go forth that I was
a mere voting machine. So far, none of
the hon. members on this side of the
House have attempted to dictate to me;
but unfortunately I cannot say the same
in regard to some of the hon. members
sitting opposite. The Premier has made
this statement, that at the next sitting of
Parliament he 1s prepared to go
thoroughly into the subject of the food
duties, and I am prepared to accept that
statement rather than be hoodwinked by
a few political agitators sitting opposite.
If any move is made in the way of an
absentee tax, or a land tax, I will
support it; but even the returns from
such a source as this would be only a
small item of revenue, and after all is said
and done, the revenue must he borne by
the masses, and not by the classes. The
only reasonable way to look at it, if the
revenue is to be borne by the masses, is
that they do not care how it is imposed.
It has been said that, in the recent
election, the main point at issue was
the abolition of the food duties. That
may have been so in some parts of the
country ; but, speaking for myself, I give
the statement an emphatic denial. It was
rather the outcome of a few political
agitators. About the only argument
adduced by the members of the Opposi-
tion is that money is being sent out of
this country. Money has been sent out,
aud is being sent out, to maintain the
wives and families of men who have coine
to this country ; but the money would be
sent out of the country just the same, if
the duties were put off to buy articles
coming from another colony, for the exist-

[ASSEMBLY.]

Awmendment, food duties.

ence of these wives and families. They
may just as well remain where they are,
where they can get cheap rents and goods,
until such thine as this country is developed
sufficiently to feed a larger population.
The whole secret of the high cost of
living in nearly every instance is that the
demand is so far away from the supply.
The only way to get over the difficulty is
to increase prodnction, and protection is
the only means of increasing production.
In the far North we have a country
capable of producing stock for all the
requirements of the market. The proper
course would be to give shipping facilities
at all the principal ports on the coast.
If chilling works were consiructed at
Fremantle, our own cattle could then be
brought down from the country and
treated there. If these and other re-
forms were brought about, they would
do more to reduce the cost of living than
anything T know of. A lot has been said
about the difference between the charges
on dead meat and the charges on live
meat. It has been set forth that the duty
on sheep is 2s. 6d., while that on frozen
meat ig 7s. 6d. The fact seems to be
overlooked thut, when a Victorian or a
New South Wales pastoralist ships a sheep
carcase of 401bs. to Fremantle on a freight
of ls. Bd., the same weight arrives here.
It is very different with the squatters of
this colony. During transit here, a sheep
on which 5s. to 6s. must be paid may
lose five or ten pounds in weight, besides
other incidental losses. Compare ls. 8d.
alongside 7s. 6d., and 3s. 6d. with 2s. 6d.
To enconrage local production, the duties
must be kept on until the local meat can
be chilled and sent into the markets.
Much has been said about the ‘“meat
ring.” I suppose, if hon. members
gpoke their minds, they would include me
in that “ring.” I say, most emphatically,
no “meat ring” exists. The law of supply
und demand regulates the price of meat.
The hon. member for North Coolgardie
instances the fact that meat is cheaper in
Menzies than in Coolgardie. The fact
is that Menzies is supplied from the
Murchison district, and local supply re-
duces the price. The hon. member for
West Perth suid it was impossible for small
butchers to start business in this colony.
I give that statement a moest emphatic
denial. Two months ago I visited the
eastern colonies, and, if the House will
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pardon me, I will go into a few figures.
I went, not in the interests of anyone else,
but on my own account. In New South
‘Wales, I purchased 2,500 bullocks and
20,000 sheep. T had a clause put in the
agreement to the effect that, in the event
of 2 change made in the duties, I should
reap the benefit. Yet, in the face of this,
we are told that the conswmer would
profit by a remission of the duties. Let
the hon. member for West Perth purchase
the meat from me, and if he wishes to
become a philanthropist, let him distribute
cheap meat, and his constituents may ap-
preciate his efforts. This colony must be
built up as all the other colonies were built
up, and the ouly way to do thatis by a
- policy of protection. Iwill, however, admit
that a revision of the tariff is necessary.
We have the assurance of the right hon.
gentleman that this question will be care-
fully gone into next session. Consequently
I am prepared to support the Government
and vote with them oun the present
oceasion,

Mr. PENNEFATHER : I regret that
the hon. member for Gemildton (Mr.
Simpson), who delivered an addvess on
this subject, is not in his place; but, at
the same time, I cannot lose sight of the
faet that the hon. member, in the earlier
portion of his speech, in criticising the
address of the right hon. the Premier,
was led into making many remarks which
were unfounded wnd incorrect. I can
quite understand how it was that he fell
into such a mistake. It was due, of
course, to the fact, as we all know, that
the hon. member was not present in his
Place in the House when the Premier
delivered his speech, and I dare say
it may also be due to the fact that some
heated advocate, who sympathises very
warmly with the views of some of the hon.
members on the opposite side of the House,
way have coloured and wnintentionally
mis-stated what the right hon. gentle-
man said. I feel sure that the hon. mem-
ber for Greraldton would not intentionally
attribute to any member of this House a
statement which he did not believe had
been uttered ; and therefore it is another
illustration how dangerous itis, even in a
deliberative assembly as well as in a
couri of law, to take hearsay evidence,
and only upon the most guarded accepta-
tion of the term. The hon. gentleman
made merry and enlivened the debate, I
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am sure in a most interesting fashion.
At one time he was master of the ring,
at another he had hon. members running
round as well-trained horses, and then
he made a hound outside the ring, and
made merry with our unfortunate friend,
the cockey, otherwise known as the farmer.
If the hon. member is sincere in what he
told us, then he is one of the pgreatest
admirers of men who earn their living by
tilling the soil. At the smne time, he
told us that Lie does not think the farmer
needs any protection whatever. Thatis a
statement which in itself is inconsis-
tent.

Mr. Smmrsox : He wants ne protection
beyond a railway tariff.

-Mr. PENNEFATHER: The tariff
may be both protective and revenne-pro-
ducing. It is an incident that it
is & revenue tariff, where the main
object is that it should be protective.
I say this only on the surmise that
the hon. gentleman is a freefrader:
of courseif he is a real freetrader, there is
no use in arguing the matter from the
protectionist point of view. My hon.
friend has also heard a piece of evidence
about myself, and he has not heard it
properly. It is quite true that in Victoria,
when I stood for Parliament, I did
advocate that in the condition the colony
wag then—that was three years ago—in
consequence of the colony being then u
large exporter of produce, there was no
longer any reuson for protective duties;
and the hon. gentleman will allow I was
right, for the object of protection is to
encowrage the people to go on the land to
produce up to the exact point of being
able to supply enough to meet the demand.
After that time there is no necessity for
protection, because all the protection in
the world cannot help the farmer
then.

A Memser: I am glad to hear
that.
Me. PENNEFATHER: That is

comuinon sense. After that stage, some
people recommend honuses; but, from
my kmowledge of Victoria, it is a most
disastrous policy. Instead of going inte
the hands of the people whom it was
intended to help, the money got into the
hands of the middleman. Seeing the way
in which the generosity of the Victorian
Parliament had been abused, the bonus
system was very speedily restricted.
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Mr. InvLtngwortH: Bub it did its
work first.

Me. PENNEFATHER: That is an
assertion without proof, like many other
assertions that I have heard from the
other side of the House. If it be neces-
sary to encourage the export of produce
from this colony, it will become a question
as to how the bonus system shall be
applied ; and I hope that any such system
may not be applied here in the way in
which it was applied in Victoria, where it
bhad a disastrous effect, by making the
middleman rich and draining the pockets
of the general community. The result of
that experience has been that the bonus
system of Victoria had to be re-
voked.

Mer. ILLINGWORTH:
export,

Me. PENNEFATHER: Of course
there was an export, or they would not
have had the bonus; but who got the
bonus ?  The middleman—the man who
went round to gather up the produce of
the farmers. It was he who never vaiged
the produce, but exported it, and got the
bonus on the export.

Me. Vosrer: Did the exports ceuse
when the bonus ceased ?

Mg. PENNEFATHER : No; because,
by a wise system of protection which
that colony established, there had been
raised a large class of farmers in the
country, who were able to produce
more than the colony could con-
sume, and so the export went on.
Now let me understand one thing. I
have heard it said—and I am glad to be
reminded of the fact, for I had almost
forgotten the incident—Dby no less a per-
son than the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper), that in this
country the farmer was so sleepy and so
indifferent to his own interests that he
was not to be relied on to seriously under-
take the task of meeting the demand for
produce. Does that hon, gentleman think
for one moment that in new country, in
virgin country, in country covered in
parts with dense undergrowth as well as
huge timber, the land can be cleared in au
year or two ¥

M. Vosrer: How about the density
of the settlers 7

Mr. PENNEFATHER: The density
of the settlers 15 about equal to the
density of the hon. member who inter-

There was an
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jects, though the hon. member plimes
himself upon having a very keen intellect.
I will again return to my subject, if he
will allew me to proceed. New country
requires time to clear. The man who
goes into a forest-to clear if takes, so to
speal, what is practically a farewell of
his friends for at least one year, when he
gets beyond the region of railway com-
munication. He lives certainly, during
that time, in a far worse condition than
the miner—why? Because he has not
the common indulgence—or shall I
term it endearment—of meeting a fel-
low creature. He leads a hermit's life,
away from his fellow man, When,
at the close of the day, that mun
returns to his humpy, or whatever he has
to sleep in, how does he enjoy himself?
He feels, T might almost say, aghast at
the mighty stillness and desolation which
surround him, no human creature to talk
to. The miner on the field has his mate.
He is in his camp at night, and, no
matter how he has worked during the day,
he is cheered up by the voice of his fellow-
man; but the man who goes into the
forest to cultivate the soil has to pass
through privations which, I venture to
say, if they had to be endured for three
months by some of those hon. gentlemen
who are swiling and chirping opposite,
would make them the most solemnn-looking
individuals imaginable, and they would
wear their hair right down to their knees.
Some hon. gentlemen opposite are very
liberal—they propose to do wonderful
things for the unfortunate farmer. 1 do
not say he is unfortunate: I wish to
qualify that absolutely ; but I say, let us
give to the man who has to till the soil of
this colony the same advantages as the
other colomies gave those who went on
the land there. We seek no more, and
we certainly ask for mo less. It may
be said this is a subject that has been
threshed threadbare. So it has, particu-
larly during this debate. But I am only
too glad when an hon. member who
differs from me in opinion will do me the
favour and the honour of eliciting
information from me upon any subject
concerning which he is not well informed.
I was sorry to hear the observations
that fell from the inember for the
Canning (3r. Wilson), this evening.
But I do think that what he said must
have been said 1n a nervous condition of
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mind, in which condition, unfortunately
for some people, their tongues run away
with their heads.

Me. Siuesor : Ithink he is pretty cool,
you know.

Mz, PENNEFATHER : If he is
pretty cool, then that is the worst possible
apology he could offer, because I do not
think for one moment that a gentleman
who shows such personal feeling, and who
makes such personal allusions to those
who differ from him, should say that he
does so intentionally.

Mr. Vosper: You are a nice man to
talk about personal allusions!

Me. PENNEFATHER : Iam exceed-
ingly glad to again have the honour
of being interrupted by the hon. member
for North-East Coolgardie. He is a walk-
ing encyclopmdia of human knowledge.
He carries it about in every pocket. It
overflows even into his boots.

A Memper: What has that to do
with the food dufies ?

Mr. PENNEFATHER: It has got a
lot to do with the food duties; because
the hon. member is so full of information
on the subject that he can give it out
by the yard, and stafistics to support it.
What does it all come to? The members
of the Opposition have not met the point
at issue. We have been told by some
that the food duties amounts to 10d. per
head per week; and another authonty
Las stated that the duties wmount to three
farthings per head per day, while a third
authority gave the amount per head per
annum. These facts have never been
contradicted by any member sitting on
the Opposifion benches. If hon. mem-
bers on the Opposition side could have
proved they were not correct, they should
have shown in what respect they were
wrong.

Me. Vosper: You contradict your-
self.

Me. PENNEFATHER: I must say,
when the hon. member is humorous he
is pleasant and cheerful, and will say more
in a minute than others could say in a
month. He gives a thrust, and then re-
tires into safety. He attacked this side
of the House with great vebemence. Oc-
casionally his voice rose to the highest
pitch, and again it was soft as a cooing
dove. The varions gradations of the
buman gamut were brought iato full
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man will adorn another platform, and I
am sure he will be a shimng light in such
a community. The hon. member for
Geraldton, after exhausting all his argu-
ments and comments, wound up by paying
the highest compliment he could to his
leader. The hon. gentleman said he did
not think there was any necessity for pro-
longing the debate, as they had the as-
surance of the Premier that the subject
of tariff revision would hedealt with next
gession.

M=, Simprson : Do you agree with my
idea ¥

Mr. PENNEFATHER: The hon.
gentleman represents essentially a town
constituency—he represents the small
town of Geraldion, if I may be pardoned
for saying so, and he speaks with an airy
indifference as to the people who live in
other districts. He is a free lance; he is
a freetrader; but I question if his views
would be acceptable to people in any
other constituency.

A Memper: They like to listen to
him.

Mzr. PENNEFATHER: They listen
to the hon. member for Geraldton,
because he is always a lively entertainer.

Mgz. Siaesow: I hope I shall Le able
to reciprocate.

Mr. PENNEFATHER: The hon.
member for the Canning {Mr. Wilson)
pointed out that he had two classes of
constituents to represent—the farmer and
the saw-miller. I suppose we may
designate the miller as an artisan, and
say that the hon, member for the Canning
is in a quandary as to what to do on this
question of the duties. [Mr. WiLsox:
Not at all] If chaff has to be pro-
tacted, it is only a slight stretch to some-
thing else being protected. 1In a few
months, perhaps, the hon. member’s
constituents may be raising other products,
and, no doubt, it may be felt desirable
to protect these as well as chaff. T do
not think farmers are so dead to their
interests as to neglect to raise any
products which promise a profit. A man
may suppose that the seed he has put in
the ground is nol growing, because he
does not see it. But be has only to wait
a few weeks until it springs forth. The
farmer is supposed to meet the wants of
any excess of population. Who sent the
miner on the land? Himself, of cowrse.
We do not blame him. We admire
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his pluck. The miner goes on the
goldfields becaunse the work has more
attraction for him than the cultivation of
the soil: he goes for better wages, or in
the hope of making a fortune in a short
time. It is admitted that every facility
for communication with the capital must
be given. That means the expenditure of
large sums of money, for which the whole
people of the colony are responsible. If
the goldfields caved in, who would be the
first man to clear out of the colony ¥  The
miner, who would leave the people tied to
the land to bear the burden of the national
debt. They could not get away. [Mr.
IrvivewortH: Impress 1t on them.] I
wish to impress it on them, and to appeal
to hon. members as to whether my view
is not that of comumon sense. It is said
. a lot of money is being sent to
the other colonies. But what class of
people are they who are sending money
away ? Many people run away with
the 1dea that the only men sending money
away are those who support their wives
and families in other colonies because they
cannot afford to maintain them here. That
is true to some extent, but it does not
account for all. Nearly every man who
has come to this country has come to
better himself. I do not exclude myself,
and I am not ashamed of it. Many a man
has mortgaged his little home on the other
side before coming here. When he has
raised a little money and attended to the
immediate wants of his family. be tries to
get rid of the mortgage. And when he
succeeds, what follows?  TIf he has suffi-
cient money saved to return to his home
and his friends, so great 1s the tempta-
tion in human nature that he skips across
the bhorder, although wages may be
considerably lower there than here
These are positions you cannot get away
from, and that is the reason why I say
that these people, for whom large ex-
penditures have been made in railways,
post and telegraph service, and so on,
should contribute their full share to the
revenue. As these big public works have
been erected for their benefit, it is only
fair that they should contribute something
to the national exchequer for the liquida-
tion of the large sums that have been
spent ontheiraccount. [A MempER: They
have paid it all.] They have not. It 1s
no usé running away with thatidea. If a
man succeeds here, and is hucky enough
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to make his fortune, what does he do?
Look at Bayley’s Reward! What did the
men do who discovered that fortune?
Did they stay in this colony 24 hours?
No; they cleared away to the colony from
whence they came, and I do not blame
them for doing it. One of the original
men who discovered it went back to Vie-
toria and died there. The temptation is
strong. These people run to the gold-
fields and practically leave the agricultural
part of the colony neglected. The policy
of this colony is to build up the colony as
a whole, We must try and look after the
farmer, because if ever it does come about
that the gold gives out, then will it not
be wisdom on the part of the Government
of this country to have done their very
atmost to induce people to raise produce,
and thus to be able to pay off some of the
debts that will hang heavily on our
shoulders ?

Mr. Ewine: You did not say that in
Victoria.

Mr. PENNEFATHER: Idonotknow
what the hon. member for the Swan
means.

Mr. EwiNG:
then.

Mr. PENNEFATHER: The hon.
member has just come into the House,
and did not hear the explanation T gave
ta the member for North-East Coolgardie,
Jf he will take the trouble of consulting
the hon, member, he will learn why I ad-
vocated the abolition of protection in
Victoria. What is the good of having
protection, if you are able not only to
supply the local demand, but to export?
A protective tax in such a case would he
inoperative. I do not wish to weary hon.
members with any further remarks, but
before I sit down I would like to make
one observation about the member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Solomoen). If Tun-
derstand him rightly, he is a freetrader.
He wants a free port.  If he is a protec-
tionist, then of course I am at a loss to
understand his views. If he is a free-
trader, and wants a free port, and all the
shipping of the world congregated at Fre-
mantle, it would, no doubt, be a grand
thing for Fremaatle, but it would he a
very bad thing for the farmer. The
Fremantle harbour was not built for the
exclusive, and I may say selfish, purpose
of scooping in all the money made in the
colony, and leaving the farmer out in

You were a frectrader
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the cold. Tf the hon. member felt
rather keenly some observations which
fell from the right hon, the Pre-
mier, he must remember that the
remarks which prompted them came,
I think, with rather a peculiar grace from
the hon. member for South Fremantle,
seeing that he was the one to second the
amendment. That was where the rap
came in, and if the hon. member placed
himself in such an embarrassing position,
he must put up with the political conse-
quencesofit. I hope that, whatever may
be the views of hon. members on this
question of food duties, they will be
guided in their action by one thought:
Is it opportune at the present time to call
for a revision of the farifi ? 7

Mz, MONGER (York) : Representa-
tive of one of the agricultural districts in
this colony, it is almost necessary for me
to refer shortly to remarks which fell
from some speakers on the Opposition
side of the House. T must first refer to the
comparisons made by the hon. member
for North-East Coolgardie. From his
statements, one would infer that the
farmer and the squatter are two of
the most undesirable settlers it is pos-
sihle to have in any community.
It is unnecessary for me to point out the
sinall experience that hon. gentleman has
had with these two sections of the com-
munity, and I will leave you to infer, from
what we know of his experience, the
reasons for his being so adverse to these
industries. It is not my intention to refer
to those minute items which have been the
subject of such long speeches. It is un-
necessary to refer to the argument as to
why the duty on bacon and cheese, and
one or two other items, should not he re-
moved ; but I shall refer to the general
question at issue, and appeal to hon.
members as to whether it would be in the
interest of this great colony to try and
down ome industry, for the sake of saving
the paltry amount which has been stated
to the House in the figures plentifully
quoted by hon. members. Isit desirable
to put the country to the unnecessary
turmoil of dealing with the question of
revising the tanff at the presenttime? 1
say,no. I believe thereis not one member
sitting opposite to those on the Treasury
benches who has any desire of taking
the seat the Premier occupies to-day ;
and if it were a question of going to
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the country, as one young member
informed ng, he amongst others would be
about the first who would not be
returned to the positions they held
to-day. [A Mzeuser: Who is that?)
The member for the Swan (Mr. Ewing).
It was his desire that an appeal should
be made to the country, and I venture to
say that, if made, he and some others
would not hold their seats in this
Assembly.

Mg. Doserty: We would be sorry to
lose him.

Mr. MONGER : Onemember referred
to a laud tax for recouping the knocking
away of these duties, hmt it was only his
ignorance of the uestion which could

_ have led him. to make the mere suggestion

of a land tax in Western Australia.

. Taking every acre of land that has been

atienated from the Crown, including
those held under poison lease and under
occupation licenses, together with the
lands granted to the Midland Railway
Company, I say the total quantity
of land alienated does not amount
to ten million acres in the aggre-
gate, and the whole of the land
alienated embraces only 1-65th part of
the total area of this colony; and any
gentleman who attempts to advocate a
land tax in this colony must see, when he
realises the true position, that it would
be a sorry thing for Western Australia
in regard to the settlement of the other
650 million acres. Theonly reason for
making that assertion is the fuct that the
hon. member has not visited the south-
western and the eastern districts of the
colony, where agriculture is carried on.
Another member said a tax on the un-
improved value of larger estates would bhe
a means of further inducing settlement in
Western Australia. I believe that, in the
last session of Parliament, the Govern-
ment were good enough to allot £200,600
for the purchase, under the powers of a
Bill which has been passed, some of
those large estates which have been re-
ferred to; and I helieve the first gentle-
man who reaped the advantage of a pur-
chase made under that Bill was the hon.
member for Geruldion (Mr. Siunpson), o
gentleman who started farming and gave
it up after a very short time; so that the
first gentleman who availed himself of
that vote of Parliament was the hon.
member for Geraldion.
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Mz. Simesorn: I did not avail inyself
at all. The Government came after me.

Mzr. MONGER: Members on this side
have been called upon o remember the
pledges they gave to the electors. I would
remind the hon. member for Albany (Mr.
Yeake) of the numerous pledges he made,
when seeking election by that majority of
one which returned him to this House.
[Mg. LEAKE: What are they ?] Several
of those pledges he has not carried out.
There are other small matters of detail
referred to by hon. gentlemmen on the
Opposition side, but perhaps the most
laughable one was the description given
by the member for Albany of what you
can buy for half-a-crown in the other
colonies, ag compared with what you can
buy in Perth for the same sum.
His argument was so weak that
it hardly needs a reply, for in Perth and
Fremantle you can buy almost as much
for half-a-crown—even including frozen
meat, and those other articles which have
been so much referred to—as you can buy
in Victoria or South Australia for the
same money. There have been many very
strong remarks about a supposed meat
ring, and I think the answers from the
geutlemen who are supposed to be con-
nected with it clearly prove there is prae-
tically little or nothing in the suggestion.
It seems to 1ne a strong point, in all this
debate, has been to try and bring about a
supposed difference between the settler
and the miner. It has been my pleasure
on many occasions to visit the different
goldfields, and as faras I can judge, from
Kimberley down to Coolgardie the one
desire has always been for the miner and
the settler to work hand-in-hand together.
Lam pleased to see the majority of the
goldfields constituencies have veturned to
Parliament gentlemen who appear to have
that one desire in view. T hope that, as
long as the goldfields continue to progress,
they will coutinue to send as representa-
tives, men who will have the one idea in
view—that of advancing the whole of the
interests of Western Australia.

Question—that the amendment (Mr.
Teake’s) be agreed to—put, and division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes ... ..o 11
Noes ... .. 80

Majority against .., 19

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment, food duties.

NoEs.,
Mr. Burt
| Mr. Connolly
Mr. Counar
Mr. Onts 1 Mr, Doherty
Mr. Qldbam ' Sir John Forrest
Mr. Simpson ‘ Mr. A, Forrest
|
1
l

AYES,
Mr. Ewing
Mr, Lllingworth
Mr. Kenuy

]

Mr. Solomon Mr. George
Mr. Vosper Mr, Gregory
Mr. Wallnce . Holl
Mr. Wilson

Mr. Leake (Teller).

. Horper
Mr. Hij rﬁm
Mr. globlmes
Nir. Hubble
Mr, Kingsmill
Mr, Lefroy
Bir. Locke
Mr, Mitehell
Mr. Monger
Mr. Moren
Me. Morgane
Mr. Pennefather
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piesse
Mr. Quinlan
Mr, Rason
Mr, Shall
Mr, Throssell
Mr. Venn
Mr, Wood .
Mr. Hooley (Tellor),

Amendment thus negatived.

Main question—that the Address-in-
Reply be adopted—again stated by the
SPEAKER,

Mzr. QUINLAN: I move that the
debate be adjourned until the next sit-
ting.

Motion put and passed, and the debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.

On the motion of the PrEmIEr, the
next sitbing was fixed for 7-30 p.m. (Wed-
nesday).

The House adjourned at 12:40 mid-
night.



