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the anomaly. There can be no objec-
tion whatever to such an amendment as
proposed in this Bill. The measure ha&
been dealt with in another place, and it
has been passd without opposition, hay-
ing received the support of the Govern-
m1ent. Mr. Stone has given notice that,
when in Committee, he intends to add
other clauses to this Bill, not with refer-
ence to the object for which the Bill has,
been brought forward.

Tan PRESIDENT: Nlo notice has been
given of amendments.

lION. 11. S. HLAYNES: I understand
that Mir. Stone has given notice. in,moving the second reading, I do not bind
myself to support any amendment brought
in. I advocate the passing of this Bill
as it is introduced, but I do not propose
to say at this stage whether I shall advo-
cate other clauses which might be intro-
duced. I intend to ask the House to
postpone the Committee stage until
Thursday next.

HON. F.WHITGOMJW: Iniust say that
personally I object to this Bill, in view
of the transactions of this.House within
the last few days. The Bill is peculiarly
uncalled for. Although Mr. Haynes isan
advocate of the measure which has been
brought in dealing with the law to ex-
tend the rights of women, it would have
been better on his part if he had waited
until the 'House had affirmed the pro-
posal to give women further powers than
they have at the' present time. Until
women have the powers sought to be
given to them by another Bill now tinder
the consideration of this Mouse, it would
be better to wait, so that those who are
opposed to griving a. woman her moral
rights shall not commit themseilves to
extending her legal or business rights.
The principle is bad. If most members
arTe Of the op)inion that a woman should
not have any moral rights further than
she possesses now, they cannot commit
themselves to a~ny further legal rights.

HOK. R. S. HA TNEA: They can if they
like.

Roy. FR WITCOMBE: But is is in-
consistent with the principle. I think
it would be better to postpone this Bill
until after the other Bill., to which I have
referred, has been disposed of.

Uox. R. S. HIAYN5.S: This Bill will
not be dealt with in Committee until the
other Bill has been voted upon.

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE: But the
principle of this Bill will he affirmed to-
night. Until members are prepared to
give equitable rights to women, I do not
see how they can extend the provisions of
the Wines, Beer and Spirit Act to women
who are living under the control of their
husbands or outside of that control. I
do net see how this House can possibly
recommend that a, person divorced fror-
her husband shall be qualified to hold a
license until they have passed the Bill
before them, giving divorce on reasonable
grounds, I think the hon. member
would do well to withdraw this Bill or
postpone the decision upon it until the
Divorce Bill has bean dealt with.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

ADJOURNMENT,
Til House adjourned at 5.0 p.m. until

the next Tuesday.

Thursday, 25th August, 1898.

Paper presented-Question: Gash Debit BoJ-
anca of last financial year ; further reply to
question--Question: Treasury Bills, Par-
ticulars oif Issue-Customs and Excise
Duties: Revision of Tariff:; debate on
policy; items revised ; Division on cattle
duty -,progress reported on item 14, cheese
-Adjournment.

The SPEAKER took the chair at 1.30
o'clock p.m.

PRuAES.

Wines, Beer, etc., Bill. [25 AuGUBT, 1898.1
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PAPER PRESENTED.
By the Pnmnn i: -Receipts and Dis-

bursements of the colony, Statement for
quarter and year ended 30th June, 1898.

Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTIlON: CASH DEBIT BALANCE OF
LAST FINANCIAL YEAR

THE PREMIER (Right Ron. Sir J.
Forrest), in further reply to question
put by Mr. Leake, on the previous day,
asking whether, in estimating the cash
debit balance on last year's accounts any,
and if so what, sumn was represented by
stores, stated as follows :-The expendi-
ture resulting in the debit balance on last
year's accounts covers all the stores is-
sued to departments during the year
ended 30th June, 1898, but does not in.
elude the stores on hand, shown as an
aseet in the balance sheet of the colony on
30th June, 1898. The value of these
stores which have been purchased on
consolidated revenue, fund account is
approximately £163,275, and as they
are issued for consumption they will be
charged against the votes of Parliament
for the financial year ending 30th June,
1899.

QUESTION: TREASURY B3ILLS. PAR
TICIUhARS OF ISSUE.

MR. ILLTNGWORTH asked the Pre-
iniier.-1, The due dates of the £480,000
Treasury Bills negotiated through the
Associated Banks, and referred to in the
report of the Agent General. 2, What
amount was remitted to the Agent
General as proceeds of this loan. 3.
What banks (and in what proportions)
took up these bills.

THE PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied : -1. 28th January, 1898,
when these bills were redeemed. 2. 1[be
whole. :3. Equally between the National
Bank of Australasia, the Union Bank of
Australia, the Commercial Bank of Aus-
tralia, the Hank of Nw South Wales,
and the Bank of Australasia.

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE DUTIES, RE-
VISION OF TARIFF.

DIBAIB ON POLICY-ITEMS REVISED.

A revised schedule of certain of the Cus-
toms and Excise duties having been pre-
viously laid on the table, and referred to

by the Premier in his Financial Statement
when introducing the annual Estimates,
the House now resolved into Committee
tU consider the proposed changes in the
tariff, as the basis of Bills to be intro-
duced subsequently.

IN COMMITTEE.

Tan PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir 3.
Forrest) : Sir, the practice I propose to
ask hon. members to adopt, in dealing
with these tariff amendments, is to take
them item by item as Set, down in the
schedule handed to bon. members; and
after we have dealt with the schiedule to
bring in a Bill to embody them, thus fol-
lowing the same plan as that pursued iii
reference to the Estimates of Revenue and
Expenditure for the year. I think
everyone will agree that tariff proposals
are very troublesome to anyone who has
to do with them, and they should be dealt
with as promptly as possible, because they
disorganise the trade of the country to a
large extent. Unfortunately, during the
last twelve monthsi we have had tariff
proposals hanging about us ; the con-
sequence being that people have not been
in such a satisfactory position in regard
to importation as they would have been
had the tariff proposals not been in
the air. Although the Governiment have
placed on the table the proposals they
desire hon. members to approve of, there
is a great deal to be said about them
even now ; and during the last few days
I have been addressed both personally
and otherwvise with regard to items which
ought to be in this list or ought not
to be in it, or, being in it, are too high or
too low, or it is said there is something
or other which has an effect on the par-
ticular trade of the persons interested.

MRh. ILLUNGWOwrTn Have you heard any-
thing about "Sunlight soap 1"

Tun PREMIER: Yes; a good deal.
Of course, it would be impossible, in a
matter like this, to expect too much
expedition; but, at the Same time, I hope
that whatever we do we will accomplish
as quickly ats possible, because the sooner
we get a Tariff Bill passed and put on the
statute book, the, better it will be for
everyone. My first intention with regard
to the tariff was to submit the whole of it
for the consideration of this House, and
I continued to entertain that idea until a
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month or two ago. I thought that per-
haps we could deal with the whole ques-
tion ina a way that might be for the
benefit of the country, and I exerted my-
self with that object; but the further I
went and the more I looked into the
matter, the more was I confronted with
the necessity for a considerable revenue;
so at last 1 came to the conclusion that,
taking, the tariff of 1893 as a whole, it
could not be tmuch amended under exist-
ing circumstances, and that it would be
better for us to deal with a few items
we desired to revise rather than, to take
the whole of the tariff into contsideration.
Hon. members wvill see that, carrying out
this decision, certainly arrived at late in
the day, because of various surrounding
conditions, I decided that I would deal
with the main question which the country
desired us to take into consideration,
that being whether sonme reduction should
not be made in the price of butcher's
ineat. I regret to say that during the
present year the Customs revenue has not
shown the elasticity it usually has done in
previous years, and there has been a fall-
ing off with regard to the Customs re-
venue during both July and August in
this year. I am desirous of assuming
that the fact of the tariff hangringr about
in an. unsettled condition may have had
a good deal, or at least something, to do
with that; and I am suplported in that
view by the opinion of the Collector of
O'ustoms, for he informs tue that every
importer is in a state of excitement with
regard to the tariff, and that no one will
clear off any goods if he can avoid it.
He says-, in fact, that a, very
rest deal of anxiety has prevailedl

for a considerable time in Fremantle
and Perth, wiith regard to clear-
ing- any goods. whatever. I say again.
as I said when T made my Financial State-
ineat & week ago, that the colony
cannot afford to lose any revenue in pre-
sent circumstances; that if we lose on
one item, the amount must be made up
on another. Of course hon. members
will see at once it does not follow that he-
cause we have a duty on the statute-
book we are going to gyet a, largre amount
of revenue from it, for that all depends
upon the consumption of the article that
i4 taxed. It will be apparent to ei-erv-
one that the articles in relation to which

we propose to reduce the duties, and I
refer to articles of food, are revenue-
producing. Everyone must live, and
everyone mtust eat, therefore, we have data
upon which we can rely as to the amount
of revenue that will be derived fromi
duties on food, the consumption being
based upon the population. of the country.
But, if we reduce duties on things which
people can do without, and iihich are not
a. necessity day by day, the receipts will
not be nearly so certain as those from
articles required for sustaining life. It
may he said there are other compensat-
ing items placed upon this tariff which
Will Wore than Make up for loss on the
food items; bitt we miust be careful how
we judgre that matter, because I repeat
wec have not such good g-rounds for coni-
ing to aL conclusion regarding the ainuut
to be realised on. articles not in daily use,
ats on articles that are so used. For my
own part, I shall be pleased indeed if
thcse tariff alterations pass in the shape
ini which they are placed before hon.
members, no increases or decreases being
made. Of course there is the excise du ty
upon beer, and with some neople that is
an article of daily consumption ;there-
fore we may rely on getting an income
from that duty, and I have no doubt it
will be considerably larger than, the
amount placed upon the Revenue Esti-
mnates. I have had some figrures placed
before me showing the consumption of
last year to be very much greater than
the year before ; but that information was
not in my possession at the time I framed
the annual Estimates, and hence the
d iff eren ce in my previous est im ate of thbis
itemn. But in regard to all the other itemns
I do not think weiil Let so mnuch revenue
as we will lose by this reduction of food
duties. Being aware, as I am. of the
condition of the Customs revenule, and
knowinL, that it is not increasing, but
has fallen off during July and August-
T believe that decrease is likely to be
more ais we gro further into, the financiail
year. owin, to the circumstances T have
stated-I think it must be admitted by
anyone who. approachies this, question
wvith a desire to be fair Aind just that the
Government have made; an, honest at-
tempt to take off some of these food
duties. On the basis of the revenue we
received in 1897, the reduction on these
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articles of food will amount to over
£40,000 for this year, and 1 think that is
a considerable amount to strike off a few
itemns of food consumption, and therefore
it must be admitted that the Govern-
mieat have desired to make a real attempt
to reduce these duties. Whether the re-
duction will have the desired effect upon
the retail market. is a uiatter-which lhon.
memibers will be as well able to judge as
I mun; hut we cannot command the re-
tailers to do as we would wish them to do,
and all we can do is to give them an op-
portunity of making reductions in the
retail prices ; and I thiink that, in th~.
present position of the colony, comp~eti-
tion will be able to do the rest. 1 ami
aware that there are many inenibers of
this House who were confronted at the
hustings during the last election with
questions on this subject, and were Asked
to give pledges with regard to the reduo
tion of the food duties; and if they said
they were in favour of A, reduction of
food duties, many of the electors shouted
approbation, but if they said they were
not in favour of that course, then the
candidates were hooted. Without look-
int, into the mnatter at the time, it seemed
to iuany persons that the only thing
to he done was to cheapen the price. of
food, no miatter what effect that would
hare on other sections of the commn-unitr.
That was the sole object aimed at by a.
numbler of persons: and those hon. mii
hers who made pledges on that occasion
-and I appeal particularly to those who
are desirous of giving their support to
the Government, and of course I do not
appeal to anyone else, because I do not
expect that members whose object it. is
to oppose the Government are goaing to
be influenced by any words of mine in
this direction-I say that when they can
mow tell their constituents that an honest
attempt has been made to reduce s-ome
of these ditties, and that £45,000, as the
amuount estimated for this year, bas been
taken off food, they maRy fairly sayv the
Govrernmnent did make an honest Attempt,
in. times of some difficulty, to keep faith
with themn, and tried their heat to do
what they were pledged to. 'Members
who look at the'question in that way will
be satisfied. I think, that the Govern-
ment have done sonlethinE- in the direc-
tion which they promised, and that we

are not able to do, all we would like to
do. After all, it is impossible for anyone

ito get his own waby entirely. In all
matters in this life we have to give and
take, amd if we can go somewhat in the
direction we aim at, we are generaly to
some extent satisfied. There is no more
foolish thing than trying to gret, at
one bound, all that one desires, and per-
haps thereby delaying for years the ob-
ject in view. It is wiser to met a, little,
gradually gaining the object, rather than
strivingf for what we know we cannot at-
tain, and thereby pro6"ably delaying the
Object Much longer than if we were will-
ing to meet people half-way in the direc.-
tion we desire to go. There are many
interests to be considered in the colony,
and we should remember that we Are
here as representatives, not to consider
one side only, but that we have to do our
best for All interests; and our desire is

of that one portion of the country
should flourish and another part lan-
guish, but we should try, to knit together
the various interests of the country, so
that all may flourish anid all may have a
fair share of prosperity. It is all
very well to talk about cheap food, but
anyone who has a knowledge of the world
knows, as I have said on a previous occa-
sion, that the places in the world where
food is cheapest are about the worst
places for people to live in.

MR. MORAN: When is food cheap?
THE PREMIER: When you get, it for

next to nothing, and when wages are about
equivalent to it. Take, as an instance,
the great dependency of India, which was
in a high state of civilisation centuries be-
fore the British people were civilised at
all;- what do, we find there? People living
on next to nothing, a few pence, a day
being sufficient for a person to live almost
in Affluence.

Mn. Monan,: Food is dear there, theu?
THiE PREMIER: Food is so cheap in

India that people can get it Almost for no-
thing. Still there are people in this
colony who do not always ratin wisdom
by the experience of others, and who seem
to want everything and will give nothing
in return. The ordinary working man,
being a non-producer of that which he
lives upon, desires everything to be as
cheap as nossible because he will get bene-
fit. He forgets that other people have to

Revision of Tariff.
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pay also, and unless the producers are quire h
able to make a living out of the products colony ;
of the soil, how wvill these producers be tection i
able to pay for the labour they must em- locaL it
pioy in cultivating the soil. Wages de- We have
pend on the price of products, and unless protectio
the producer realises a fairly good price, Ihave ofth
we know he will not be able to give em- was not.
ployment in the cultivation of the soil. before, xi
We have had evidence of that in this pound nc
country in the days of o-ur isolation and i.. a rex-c
poverty; for we know that a few years tive tani
agro, when the borrowed money first be- of respoi
gait to be expended in this colony, wages sponsi biT
ar once rose and became high, and with say that
what result I Agriculture and everything tion of r
connected with the production of the soil if this
went back further than it had been 20 me in 1)
years before. No one took up fresh land, order to,
and no one cultivated the land which he this. cola
held, for supplying the market with pro- one else
ducts. Why? Because labour was too den of a
dear for the producers to be able to pay cay. I
for it. That being so, we became a couna- necessan
try that was depending on other countries fulfil our
for the food we required. We were a Governni
colony which was borrowing money, and I think
producing nothing in the-way of food, but soon as
importing from other colonies the food grant mc
which people here required. That is the course wv
sort of thing some members of this House question
have been advocating, tthat we should be is the an
for ever dependent on the producers. in case, but
other countries for the food we require. which ti
My idea is that we cannot do too much to put duti
build up a producing community, so that unless ti
we ma~y cheapen the cost of food. That will by theI
he the effect, and it is coming fast about alised to
too, for we are reaching that condition pose by
when those wxho produce food will pro- few ycar
duce more than wve require for conanip- members
tion within the colony;- and when that we shoul
is so the internal competition will be suf- a Bill as
cient to regulate the price. Holding this with gi'
view, I think the Government. are MIAT deserves
doingr as much as they can in reducing inembeni
these food duties. and as much as they the Govi
oughlt to do under present circumstances. tolk
We cannot but know that in the pastor- temipt to
alists of the north we have a large produc- people t
ing community.. who are willing to pay say this
and have never complained, as far as I the large
k n ow, of being. rented and taxed in order and I as
to encourage their southern friends in the meut, ar
colony. They have been willing to Pay a done on
duty on flour, on hay, on chaff, and on do unde
other commodities which they re- jwant mco
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Ithe northern parts of the
so long a4 some little pro-

s given them against the frozen-
uportations, of other countries.

reduced on this occasion their
nt by one hailf; so that, as I
en "aid, the duty on mi~eat, which
mnore than a half-penny a pound
~iil be reduced to one farthing at
w;. therefore, it may be said this
nue tariff rather than a protec-
if. Speaking with a. due sense
asibility, and feeling that the re-
ity is great on this occasion, I

I Cannot agree to any reduc;-
evenue at the present time; and
louse it not prepared to assist
rovidingr a sufficient revenue in
protect the honour and credit of
my, allI I can say is; that soic
must take upon himself the bur-
sanaging the affairs of this col-

mlust have the revenue I consider
y in order to keep faith, and
obligations, and to carry on the

ent of this colony in the way that
it should be carried on; and as
this House is not prepared to
a sufficient sum to do that, my

ill lie perfectly clear. The main
wc have to look at is, not what

iount of the duty in a particular
what is the amount of revenue

he dutty will produce. We can
es on articles in this tariff, but
my axe articles largely consumned
peolple, revenue will not he re-
tho extent that one night sup)-
taking the statistics of a few
~s ago. I hope, therefore. hon.

I wll agree that it is desirable
Id get throug-h this schedule of

quickly as we can, consistently
ring it the consideration it

and I appeal to those hon.
who have given their supiport to

ermnent during so mnany years,
span our action as an hionest at-
try and meet the wishes of the

hey represent. Especially do I
to, those members renresenting
r constituencies of working men,
*R them to stand by the Govern-
id be satisfied that all has been
the occasion th at it is p ossible to
r existing circumstances. We
ire revenue at the present time,
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rather than any curtailment of it; there-
fore I say it is not possible for us, if we
desire to do our duty to this country, to
reduce its revenue. To those members
who have their obligations to, fulfil, and
aire under certain pledges in regard to
this question, I would say that they may
fairly accelpt the proposals of the Gov-
ernmnent, because those proposals go
to a very large extent in the direction
they desire. I would ask those repre-
senting the goldtields to think not only
of the present, but also of the future.
I would ask thenm to be moderate, and I
would even ask them to be generous to
those who represent the older parts, of
the colony, the farmers and graziers,
who are the best friends the goldflelds
have ever had in this House, I have
had a good deal to do with public busi-
tiess here, and I have never failed in
aippealing to hon. memtbers representing
thle farming and the squatting interests
of this colony, whenever I desired to do
anything for the goldfields; and their
very best friends, friends who will sup-
port themi with votes through thick and
through thin, are those reiircrentinur the
farming and pastoral industries of the
colony, because they always recognise
that their own interests and the interests
of the goldfields are absolutely identical.
1 hope in. this matter we will all try to
pull togrether. I do not know that there
is any great room for party differences;
and I also hope that bon. members who
were not able to see with me in regard to
this matter, will conie to the conclusion
that an honest attempt has been made
to go in the direction they desire;
and therefore that they wvill be satisfied
to give the Government their full sup-
p~ort. I It" to move the first itemi in
the schedule-

Item-Cattle (including bullocks,
steers, cows, and calves), not otherwise
enumerated, 15s. each.

Ma. LEAKE (Albany): It will not
astonish the Premier if I tell him that
these tariff proposals do not meet with
my support.

MaR. A.- FoRREST: I thounbt vyou said
yon were Uoina to support them.

Na, LEAI(E: No: I did not. This
seems to me to be really a. very miserable
attempt to carry out the oromises of last
session. We fought at the general elec-

tion the question of the reduction of the
food duties, and the majority of hon. mem-
bers were returned actually upon that
ticket.

Mut. GEORGE: Upon their abolition.
THE Psanui: No; you did not move

that. You moved the reduction, not the
abolition.

Ma.t LEAKE: I ami speaking of the
general election. On th6 hustings, the
candidates proposed the reduction of the
duties; and i% hen we came into Parliament
we moved a speciflo motion in favour of
the reduction, giving the word "i-edue-
tion" as wide a, signification as was pos-
sible. But those hon. members who had
su pledged themselves at the hustings
werc: persuaded, by the assurances of the
Premier, to let the matter stand over until
this session ; the plea being that the
changfe, if brought on then, would come
upon the Oovernmnent rather suddenly;
that they had then no time to. consider
their tariff reform ; and that, if it were
left to the Government to consider the
matter during the recess, they would re-
duce somte and abolish others of the food
dutties, With that assurance before the
House, a. majority voted against the pro-
posal to reduce the duties at once. That
is the position ; and now wh~at are the
proposals the hon. gentlemanm makes in
futherance, or in fulfilment, of that pro-
mnise? I ask hon. members to look at this
list and say whether there are such reduc-
t ions or removals as we were led to, believe
last sesion would be granted to us. Had
Parliamient insisted upon the reduction of
the tariff last session, we should have been
saved from the unfortunate position in
which we find ourselves to-day; we should
not have had a, deficit; we -should not
have voted a million of inone" for the
Commuissioner of Railways and Director
of Public WYorksi to spend;- and we might
really have had our house in order, in-
stead of, unfortunately, finding ourselves,
landed with a. deficit. The inflation of the
revenue liv the extraordinary increase in
the Customs receipts led us into that uin-
frturate condition of recklessness and
extravagance, the results of which we tire
experiencing to-day. After all, what duties
have the Government reduced? First of
all.. what have they abolishedI They have
abolished the duty on bulls for stud pur-
poses ; on cows, for breeding purposes:-
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upon horses for stud purposes; on mores
for breeding purposes; on ramns for stud
purposes; on Gives for breeding purposes;
and on calves and foals. None of those are
good to eat.

A. MEMBERt: Yes; calves ore eatable.
Ma. LEAKE: Further down we find

that "hemp and flax unmanufactured" are
to be put on the free list. Really, the
right hon. gentleman has developed into
an unconscious humourist, if that is his
idea of giving reduction in food duties.

Tn Pasmnr: That is atbolishing duties.
MR. LEAKE: Well, if that i& what is

called abolishing food duties--putting
breedingr stock upon the free list, and
hemnp and flax also-that is a new form of
development altogether. But, in his
honest attempt to fulfil his promise of
last session, what does the Premier dol
Ho must put Something that is eatable on
the free list, and he pts oatmeal. Oat-
meal! and if hon. members will look t
the returns on the table, they will see that
last year oatmeal fetched the lordly sum
of £731 in the shape of duty: that is all.
This is the abolition of the food duties
that we have clamoured for! This is the
result of our clamour for the abolition of
the duties--the £731 reduction in the re-
venue on oatmeal! Is that an honest at-
tempt to keep the promise of last session?.

MR. MONGERt: Yes, as it was made.
Ma. LEAKE: Oh. I know it is good

enougyh for the member for York. See-
ing there is brain-producing power in

oatmeal, I hope the bon. member, now
that this article costs so little, will have a
really good time of it.

MR. GEORGE: On porridge.
MAI. LEA RE: The attack last session

Nva-, directed chiefly on Mea~t, both live
and dead. Those were the duties that
we wanted abolished, and not aL single
one, of' them) has been abolished. But it
is true there has been at reduction in that
direction, for we find that there is Id. a
pound taken off bacon, Id. a pound off
ham, and so forth ; and there are three-
farthings a pound off frozen mneat.
Frozen meat is what we want to see in
here free.

Mn. A. FoaaanS: Victoria charges Id.
a pound.

Mn. LEA KE: Yes; Victoria charges
1 d., but we wivan to see it in here free.

AIR. Ak. FoRaanSr: YOU Will not g-et it.

MR. LEAKE: No ; it is very evident
we shall not, notwithstanding all the
promises of last session. We never ex-
pected these promises to be kept. I am
not astonished.

MIR. Voana: You are only disap-
pointed.

MR. LEAKiE: Yes; I am heartily die-
appointed, I maust confess. Notwith-
standing the overflowing chest that we
hadi last year, the reduction that is made
in the food duties only totals £.45,000.
Why, it is simply making a laugh ing-
stock of this House to make proposals of
this kind. It would be far more states-

nilike. if the hon. gentleman were to
say: "I made a mistake last session in
making any promises about the tariff:. I
now find I cannot do it, and I will not
bringy in a Tariff Bill at all."

MR. A. FORREST: That is just what you
thought he would say.

Ma.R LEAKE: You are not disap-
pointed ; for you think that the House is
to be, cajioled, and hoodwinked, and bum-
hugged by proposals of this kind, and the
Pt'blic too.

Tan Nnuxa: How much does the
country get from these meat duties alto-
getheri

MR. LEAKE: The amount is in the re-
turr. here, and if the hon. gentleman
wants to see it let him look for himself.

THE PRE~IER: You do not know.
Mn. LEAKE: Oh, I know; but I am

ouri- asking you to keep your promise to
.abolish the food duties. That is practi-
cally what you promised last year, but
you have done nothing of the kind. You
only abolish the duty on oatmeal;
and, if this House is going to submit,
well, we will have to put up with it - but
it is my intention to. move a reduction on
the first item. I say again I do not Want
to be led off into a discussion on the
general budget proposals, or on the
financial position of the colony ;bit
there is no doubt that if it had not been
for the extremely full Treasury chest that
we enjoyed last year, and the depleted
one that we have now, we should have
hadl a very different tariff altogether pro-
posed to us to-night. What we ought to
have insisted on last year was the re-
duction or the abolition of the food
duties; and if Parliament had then had
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the interests of the country at heart, we
should have done it.

Tim PREMIER: You only asked a reduc-
tion, yourself.

MR. LEAKE: You do not even give
us that. You g ive us oatmneal, porridge
-"skill 3 '," that is all. You fed the coun-
try on sops before the g-eneral election,
anu you are going to feed them on
'skilly" now. I move that this first item.
cattle, be reduced by 59.

AIR. MORAN (East Coolgardie) : I wish
for a little information. tire we binding
ourselves not to discuss the whole of
these proposals, by discussing the reduc-
tion of this one item.

Tas PREMER No.
THE CHAIRMAN (Mx. Harper): You

ca P discuss the wvhole, after this one item.
MaI. MORAN: Notwithstanding the

amendment of the hon. member?
Tan CHAIRMAN: Yes.
A. A. FORREST (West Kimberley)

It is refreshing to those on this side of
the House to hear the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake). who alwvays puts iis in a good
temper, and we reel a great debt of grati-
tude to him for trying to wake us up to
a sense of our responsibility. It appeatrs
to ine that he considers the position of
the colony the same now as it was when a
promis- was made last vear.

MR. I SAME: Indeed, I do not.
MafF. A. FOR RE9T: He knows that it is

not so. and that the colony cannot afford
to lose one sixnence of revenue. If nmany
npIbwhlers on this side of the House had
had their wity, the Bill would not have
been introduced at all this session. be-
cause it will not grive the benefit expected.
.and the colony cannot afford to lose the re-
vi-nue now received from the duties. The
Goverinment propose to make up1 the loss
iy a dity on beer, which will no doubt
bring i,1 a certain aliount of revenue.
Then, they have put a duty on galvanised
iror, from which they expect to receive
.a large sum, but it is a very areat ouestion
to miy mind whether they will obtain much
from it: pnr will they receive so much
from any of the, other articles as they ex-
pect. It seems to me the bon. member
wishes to inflict, in relation to the first
item. an inj.iry on the northern districts
of the colony. He desires to reduce the
duty on cattle by 5s. As far as I am
personally concerned, I should like to see

the 'duty wiped out altogether, for it
would be for my own benefit; but I am
speaking on behalf of those whose inter-
ests are in the northern districts of the
colony, who have always been the first
in this House to support the railway policy
and the actions of menibers who repre-
sent the goldfields. If members will take
a list of the divisions in this House since
the goldfields members came here in 1894,
the) will find that the members represent-
ing those northern divisions have, as I say,
always supported the policy of the Gov-
ernment to build railways into the in-
terior for the benefit of those living on
the goldfields.

Ma. LEAnE: Out of loan moneys.
Ma. A. FORREST: Yes; hut people

will be taxed for it. The hon. member
asks that the people living in those dis-
tricts shall he taxed for everything they
cat and drink, and the only thing from
which they can get any advantage is the
small duty imposed on meat. The mnem-
hers representing those districts have re-
luctantly agreed to a reduction to the ex-
tent of one-half, and I think the House
should be perfectly satisfied with that.
We, the same a~s members for the gold-
fields, and those representing Perth and
Fremantle, have to give an account of our
stewardship. It is all very wveil for persons
in Fremnantle to say that they are pledged
to a reduction of the food duties, but we
are pledged to keep them, and we may
lose our seats as they may lose theirs; so
it is not altogether fair for them to say
that they are pledged, and we are not.
I know that the member for North Fre-
mantle (Mfr. Doherty) in his election
speeches said distinctly that he would
not agree to such reductions, and what
was the resutt? He polled three or four
tnes as many osanvbody else. More-
over, the member for East Fremantle
(Mr. Holmes) was not pledged to reduc-
tion, yet he was elected at member of this
House. Therefore, the bogey raised that
the food duties niust be wiped out or
mnemlbers will lose their seats is absurd.

MR. SOLOMON : When did they say so?
MR. A. FORREST: It anpearsa to me

that the member for South Fremantle
(Mr. Solo-,-on) would take the whole of
Ene revenue of the colony, and denrive
nor other part from having anythingr.

They do not mind how nmny tons of
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gold are poured into the part of Freman-
tie ; but when there is the least tax which
affects some people in imagination, the
hon. member is the first to get up in this
House and say that he is pledged, and
must vote against the proposal.

MR. SOLOMON: When?
Ma. A. FORREST: When these votes

come on I want him not to wipe them
out-though I know he will endeavour
to do so, and inflict a. great injury on a
large interest in the country-bit t one
might as well talk to the wind, a to ap-
peal to some members, when anything
crops up relative to the meat duties. I
think we have a majority upon nearly
every question, and we will have one on
thi . for we hope that the good sense of
the House will prevail. The member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) re-
presents a large number of farmers as well
as miners, and I hope he wvill be one
with us in determining not to wipe out
these duties; because I may tell him-
a~s I have told him many times-that
thoui abolition will not affect the price of
meat in the way he thinks, but will do
an immense amount of harm to those
raising stock in the northern divisions of
the colony.

Mn. TLtmNOWORTi: The meat ring will
gat the benefit.

Mn. A. FORREST: I suppose they will
-the ring and the retail butchers. I do
not wish to waste the time of the House,
but. I appeal to all mnemibers to aceti
thiF proposal, which concerns amY district
more particularly.

MR. MONGER: The whole colony, too.
MR. A. FORREST: We appeal to Von

not to abolish the duties altogether, hut
to leave them as the Government pro-
poses. Even the proposal by the Gov-
ernment is, we consider. unfair, but we
at, prepared to accept it. and we ask the
House to support it, and not do an
amount of injury to a larte number of
people. T appeal to goldfields members
to support us, because I say that in our
own districtis and divisions we have
always supported the representatives of
the goldfields in their endeavours to ob-
tain what they required. It will be -very
unfair to inflict this injury on the Pastor-
alists. I do not think the duty affects
anyone south of Oeraldton. but it affects
districts where they have Suffered hard-

ships, and have been visited by droughts
and floods, though in good seasons they
do very well. Considering that we have
to pay a duty on everything consumed
without anyochance of producing it, I ask
the House not to reduce further the three
or four first items which concern those
districts more particularly than any other
part of the colony.

MR. SOLOMON (South Fremantle):
It is rather surprising how some members
will get tip and slash all round, without
knuwing really the opinions, of those who
are in the House. I cannot understand
why the member for West Kimberley
(Mr. A. Forrest) should have madec the
assertion that 1 was going to be in favour
of wiping out the whole of the duties.
Under present conditions I think such a
course would be an absurdity. We have
to take into consideration what the con-
ditions of the Colony are at the p~resent
time, and what they were 12 months
ago. Some 12 months ago I should have
been in favour of considerably reducing
the tariff, and of wiping out entirely the
stock tax ; but I feel that this course
wvould be an unwvise policy to adopt now.
At the same time, I should like to see the
food duties reduced almost to a minimum,
so tha~t, in the event of our obtaining a
good revenue next year, we should be able
to wipe them out almost completely. I
might mention, with regard to mioney
going away fromi Western Australia, that
alt'houghi it has been argued in this House
that the working men have sent it away,
they are not the only ones who, have left
their families in the other colonies. T
know people in Fremantle who are receiv-
ing rents, and taking, as it were, the life-
blood fromt properties there, whilst their
families are living in Melbourne. And
why is that? It is because living is
cheaper in Melbourne than here, and

they say so publicly. I know three or four
families who, I believe, would, if in West-
ern Australia., spend perhaps a. thousand
a year. Therefore, it is not only money
sent through the Savings Blank by work-
ing men which we are losing, but also
money from other banks, because men of
capital whose families are a-way from the
colony do not draw sums throiwh the
Savings flank. but bjiiay of bank drafts,
.and we do not know how much has gone.

ME. GEORGE: Absentees.
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MnR. SOLOMON: The Government
should consider whether it would be ad-
visable at this stage to put a small duty
on land owned by absentees, more espe-
cially those who are reap~ing the benefit
of property' near the railways, which have
cost us. I may say, millions of money.
Those people ore reaping the benefit of
everything done here, and we get nothing
in return. I wake'his ruggestion, b~caus'
I blieve that, though the amount obtainad
would not be very large, it would, at ally
rate, be sufficient to prevent our putting
anything like a hear' ditty on articles of
rood.

'MR. HOOLEY (DeGrey): I think that
if the member for _AlbAny (Mr. leake',
wvill consider the privations which most
peoplei in the northern portion of the
country have had to undergo, he will
withdraw his amendment. People in the
North have had to pay a duty on every-
thin 'g they eat, drink, wear, and use.
Flour is taxed, tobacco is taxed, and galb
vanised iron is taxed. An impression has
prevailed for a long time that if a. map
has a sheep station he is indepen-
dent :but that is a. mistaken notion.
I speak fromn experience, because I have
beer the owner of a sheep station. One
firm, pretty' well known in this colony, had
a large sheep station in a northern district.
nid that station. boughlt for £45,000, is
tr.-day worth onl 'y C12,000 in the nmarket.
In another case, a station in a northern
dictrict, bought for £42,000. has been sold
for £ 9,000. Owners of these stations are
tht_ people who would be oppressed by the
remroval of that duty, which is thie only
protection they have. On onestation in
09SO, a drought decreased the stock to
ui000 or 7.000 head. Then came a fall of
rain under which the owners made a little
progress, the stock rising to 30,000 : but
this was followed by a flood. which %went
away some good sheep, together with
Iauildings and fences,

Mu. ILLINOWORTH: How mny such
owners are there in your district-35
eletors?

MR. HOOLEY: More than there arc in
your district.

MR. I'EAfl: This reduction will enable
them to stock up).

MR. QUINLAN (Toodyav): I desire to
support the pronosal of the Premier, be-
comse this country has, hardly arrived at

that stage when we can adopt a systemn of
free-trade. The Government have ful-
filled the promise made to this House last
session ; and, although the reduction may
be considered small, there is another as-
pect which has, so far, not been referred
t% It must not be forgotten that the
Government are nuc to a great deal of ex-
pense for officers, and in other di-
rections, protecting the country from
the introduction of diseases, Un-
der- the circumstances 15hs. a head
is a nominal duty on a beast of 700
or 800 lbs. weight. One at least of the
supporters of the hon. member for Albany
is pledged to the abolition of the food
duties--in fact, he is pledged to the abo-
lition of all duties, except that on chaff,
which is a production of the district he
represents. The hon. member for Albany
has referred to the concessions made in
regard to oatmeal : but most of us would
prefer the duty taken off oatmeal, rather
than off chaff.

MR. LEAKEn: My constituents do not
grow chaff.

MR. QUINLAN: I am not referring to
You

MR. WILSONX: Who eats chaff?
MR. QUINLAN: The member for South

Fremantle (Mr. Solomon) has advocated
a, tax on absentees; but what would
such at tax amount to? I am in accord
with a tax on absentees, but I submit that
is outside the question at issue. Such a
tax is a matter for the consideration of
thic Commissioner of Lands, and I hope to
see a proposal in that direction introduced
by him, although I do not think the finan-
cial result will be very great. In regard
to cattle, it may be said that so far as
this part of the colony is concerned. we
ace not producing more than is required
for consumrption. Nevertheless. th2 north-
eii portion of the colony returns a, con-
siderable amount of revenue in the shone
of rent. In that part of the colony the
settlers have great hardships to contend
with, and have to put uip with various
losses resulting from droughts and cv-
dirnes, or what aire commonly known as
willi-willies. We must not forget that the
IK-rithern district is part and narcel of
Western Australia, and entitled to some
ecnsideration at our hands. The climate
of that district is unfavorable to agricul-
tuiral products, or, indeed, to the
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product of anything but cattle.
There are, of course, minerals in that
part, and the hon. member for Pilbarra
(Mr. Kingamill) will be able to speak as
to the value of the mining industry. I
hope hon. members who have not been
very long in the colony will have a lite
regard for those who have borne the heat
al burden of the day in the northern

districts in the earlier days. Now, more
than at any other time, arc those people
in the north entitled to consideration, es-
pecially in view of the restriction in re-
gard to cattle which has been placed on
certain parts of the colony. I hope hon.
members will be considerate, and while
thiy marv have been pledged, in some
cases to the abolition, and in other eases
to the reduction of the food duties, they
will realise, the cattle-raising industry' is
an important one for Western Australia.
Economy has been advocated by members
of the Oppositiou on more than one occa-
sion, and yet they are the very members
who, during last session, advocated pay-
ment of members, I would prefer to see
protection given to producers who provide
employment, rather than that there should
be taxation for the payment of represen-
tatives in this Rouse. The member for
Albany, although not an enthusiast on
the subject, said he would be prepared to
accept payment of members if it became
the law of the colony, and, during the de-
bate on that question, favoured the idea
that members should not be paid directly
by the Government, but by their consti-
tuencies.

MR. LEAnE: What has that to do with
the price of meat?

MR. QUINLAS: The hon. member's
constituents are consumers of meat, and
it is those constituents whom the bon.
member suggested as the persons who
should pay members of Parliament.
He wvould give a reduction of duties, on
the one hand, and, on the other band,
tax them for payment of members.

MR. LEAnE: What has that to do with
the price of meat?

MR. QUINLAN: It has to do with what
the hon. member is advocating at the
present time; and we are all taxpayers,
and renretent taxpayers.

MR. RINGSITlL (Pilbarra): I am not
able to support the amendment of the
member for Albany. Considering the

present circumstances of the colony, a
very fair attempt has been made hr the
Government to redeem their pledges of
last session. When those pledges were
made, I did not expect so much would be
done as has been done. I expected the
duty on live stock and frozen meat would
be made proportionate-that is, that the
duty on frozen meat would be reduced
to id. per l-b., and the duty on live
stock kept at 30s. a head ; and, I am
pleascd to see that the Government have
gone further. I can endorse what has
been said by the member for the DeGrey
(Mr. Rooley) in regard to the position of
pastoralists in the north. Although I
am not in so good a position to speak with
authority as that hon. member, s till, from
eight years' experience in those districts,
I can endorse his statements as to the
difficulties settlers there have in making
both ends meet. After reducing these
food duties, the Government would per-
form a graceful act if tbey reduced tie
rents of these people, and thus made up
for the loss which the repeal of the duties
must entail ; and if anybody makes a. pro-
posai in that direction it shall have my
hearty support.

MR. WILSON (Canning): I view the
proposed amendment of the tariff with
the greatest amount of disappointment.
The promise of the Government last ses-
&ion was distinctly and emphatically that
they would reduce some of the duties and
abolish others. What have they donel
They have absolutely abolished nothing
in the shape of duties except the duty on
oatmeal; and they have reduced the
duties on articles which do not lessen the
cost of living. They have a~bolished the
duty on bulls, cows, horses, mares, rams,
ewes, and calves; but, at the same time,
they have increased the duty on the ap-
parel of the working men.

THE PREMTER: Is that not the present
law?

Mn. WILSON: The chief object of
amending the tariff is to make living here
cheaper, with a view of increasing the
population and inducing men to bring
their wives and children to live in this
colony. Instead of doing that, the Gov-
ernment have increased the cost of wear-
ing apparel ; so that the little reduction
in the duties on food will be of no appre
ciable benefit.
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Tans Panmat: The duty is less than
anywhere else in Au~tralia.

MR. WILSiTl% What is the excuse of
the tremier? It is the same old hack-
neyed excuse which was brought before
the House last session, that the Trea-
surer wants every sixpence of the,- re-
venue; and the I ivmier repeats that
excuse to-day, and certainly we agree
with him when we remember that de.
lightful tale he had to tell in his budget
speech, a few days ago. 'T'he excuse is
that the Premier wants the revenue in.
consequence of the spendthrift depart-
ments, of the State. The Premier ad-
mitted, over and over again, that the
Government had spent more money than
they ought to have spent, although be
mentioned that the Government did not
spend more than they were authorised to
spend. The reason the Government is
put in this position is because the Gov-
ernment has adopted a spendthrift
policy, and because the departments
have thrown the money away. That is
the reason why the Government cannot
afford to make the living of the people
in Western australia cheaper to-day.
That is the Premier's attempt to carry
out his pledges of last session. It is a
most unsatisfactory state of affairs, and
if any blame is attachable to anyone, 'it
is attachable to the Forrest Ministry. The
Premier referred in his opening remarks,
in regard to this tariff, to the working
man who wants what he does not pro-
duce cheapened, but, said the Premier,
the working man forgets that other peo-
ple have to pay. I join issue with the
Premier on that altogether. I say that
the people who produce articles of con-
sumption in this country do not pay the
duties. It is the consumfer, the workina
muan who eats the food, who has to pay
the duties that are collected through the
Customs. There is no getting away from
the position. It is no argument to say
that other people have to pay; they
only pay the amount on the articles they
consume themselves. It is unjust to the
ivorkine peonle of Western Australia that
they should have to pay these duties,
and the Premier has no right to say' the
workinzre"onic are forLttinsr the far-
mers of Westorn Auistrnlia. The hom.
member for West Kimberley said that
this tariff ought never to have been intro-

duced at all. He said the country could
not afford to have a tariff of this kind.
WhyI Because the country will lose re-
venue by it. The Premier says that if
fie cannot get this revenue he will resign,
and let someone else try to r-un the coun-
try. If we are to go on with our popula-
tion at a standstill-and I am sorry to
say our population is decreasing, and I
believe for a year or two it will go on
decreasing-if we allow this to go on,
the sooner we shut up all our industries
anti leave the country, the better. But
rather than do that, I should even favour
the Forrest Ministry resigning, and some
one-who may not do quite as well in
the estimation of the Premier, as he has
done-should try to run the country,
and see if he can do better than the pre-
sent Government. There is one thing
I am free to say-I do not mean any in-
sult by it-I do not think any Ministry
could do worse than the Forrest Ministry
have done during the last twelve months.
The hon. member for Toodyay (Mr.
Quinlan) and the hon. member for the
DeGrey (Mr. Hooley) referred to the pas-
toralists, and I admit that the pastors-
lists have not bad a happy time during
the past ten years in Western Australis:
but is the argument good that because
the -astoralists are taxed on their cloth-
ing, and on their food, and on the iron
they use, and on the tobacco and drink
the-- consume, that the whole community.
the mass of the people in the towns.
should be taxed on their meat. The very
thing wve are fighting for is to assist the
pastoralists; we want to do away with
the duties so that they cam have their
rood and iron and clothing cheaner. We
are helping them, yet the members who
renre~gent the nastoralists am~ trottinsz
out this argument that the duty on meat

Ishould not be reduced. I say this tariff
has been. brought down simply to humn-
bug the community. I do not mean that
in an offensive way, but there is an ait-
temot to bumbu2 the House and the lien-

*pie at larme, and I object to it.
MR. RUBBLE (GascoyneY: I lion.'thi-

House wvill reject the amendment of th'
hon member for Albany (Mr. TAkeO.
I think th-oanly reacon he asked for ii
reduction of five shullitwa on cattle ivsN
to hear the areumentg of hon. members
of this House. A duty of i5s. a head
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is -really nothing; I would raise the
duty to £2 a. head if I had my way.
Evidently, the hon. member for Albany
has had very little to do, with the pas-
toralists of the colony, or, if he bad, he
would allow the 15s. to have remained.
As the hen, member for West Kiniher-
ley said, it would have, been better to
have left this duty alone, so ats to allow
those who have been going through
hardships for a. number of years to have
had an opportunity of recouping them-
selves when the time is ripe for them
to do so. If we are going to keep on
reducing the duties on stock, we shall
have to reduce the duty on flour, which
is a big item on the stations in this
colony. On flour there is a, duty of 30s,
a ton at the present time, and if reduc-
tions in the Stock duties are going on,
I should like to see the iGovernment
lbring in a reduction of the duty on flour,'
although there is no more ardent sup-porter of the agriculturists in this Colony
than myself. I hope this House will
not for a moment favour the reduction
which the hon, member for Albany has
brought forward. I ask them to stick
to the 15s. a, head propos-ed by the -1 re-
mier.

MRt. VOSPER (North-East Coolgardie):
One cannot help but observe, when the
hon members who represent the pastoral
dirtriets rise to speak in this House, they
invariably give us a long rigmarole about
the, pastoral pursuits and the hardships
that pastoralists have to put up with in
the north and north-western portions of
the colony. It seems to me that
the pastoralists are among the most
wealthy and prosperous in the colony,
because all the members who come
from there to represent those dis-
tricts in this House are happy and
prosperous. I may say some of them
occasionally forget their good breeding
and manners, and throw epithets about
poverty to this side of the House. And
members en this aide of the House cannot
retort, because they know poverty so well,
and they cannot but acknowledge it. The
cry raised by the hon. members from the
pastoral districts is rather amusing, be-
cause the members on the other side of
the House who come from the pastoral

itrictWkesent 192 people. The mem-

ber for West Kim berley represents 100,
the member for DeGrey 35, and the mem-
ber for the Gascoyne 67. Altogether those
members voice the opinion of 197 persons;
and they are Speaking against the reduc-
tion of five shillings in the duty on cattle.
The complaint. has been made by the hon.
member for DeGroy (Mr. Hooley) that the
pastoralists are taxed on all they wear,
and all they eat, and all they consume.

TH-E PREMIER: Are the numbers you
gave the numbers on the roll 7

MR. VOSPER: At the last general
eletion. I have not taken the present
state of the roll, because I do. not know
what it is.

Tnz Pasans: The members you men-
tioned were returned unopposed, so they
represent every one.

Ma. VOSPER: I am taking the number
on the roll. The cry raised on behalf of
this mar vellously large number of persons
-197-is that they have to pay all the
taxes. It reminds me of the story of the
Irishman's pig, which pays the rent and
the taxes too. The Committee, in order
to save those persons from whatever evils
they are suff ering, are asBked not to Ina ke
this reduction of five shillings per head or
any other reduction. Let me compare the
numbers which I have given with the
numbers that I have the honour to repre-
sent. At the last general election the
total number on the roll for the district I
represent was over 1,000, equivalent to ten
times the number represented by the mi-
h rb who h avo spoken on the o ther si de of
this Hlouse ; and now, according to the roll,
the aumber is considerably over 2,000.
The member for Coolgardie represents a
greater number, and if we talk about the
persons who suffer from taxation, the gold-
fields have a right to say more on that
point than the pastoralist members. We
are told by the member for West Kimber-
Icy (Mr. A. Forrest) that the pastoralist
niuubers voted for the goldfields railways.
I may ay that the least said about the
-goldfields railways in this House the'
better. It is a, notorious fact that all the
groldflelds railways wore paid for through
the nose by the goldfieldsa people, long be-
fore they were taken over by the Govern-
ment. Every fatrthing expended on those
lines was paid for three times over before
the lines came into the hands, of the Gov-
ernment.
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Tims Pstsin: By the British capita-
lists

Ma. VOSPER: I do not think the
Briiish enpitalsts are alone responsible for
that; but I will deal with the capitalists
later on. In any ease I may say that the
goldfie'ds have had to suffer to the extent
of the construction of those railways. The
building of the goldfields railways was a
matter of bargain and sale, which has
paid the Government better than these
railways will for the next five years; and
it is rather absurd for hon. members to
come to this House and pretend they are
doing the goldflelds a. favour by making
railways whhth have to take the cattle
belonging to these members to a market.
The goldfields railways were an exceed-
ingly good bargain. I have before said,
and I say again, that this kind of taxa-
tion by the medium of a. tariff is one
which the goldfields population do not an-
prove of. The whole of the goldfields
members, with th- e-xception of the hon.
member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran),
were elected to, obtain a, reduction or the
abolition of the food duties. The member
for East Coolgardie was the 6inly memuer
who did not make that pledge at the
general election. The bon. member for
East Coolnardie opposed any reduction.
He wase the exception that wvent to prove
the rule. Speaking of British capital,
British capita] is one with hon. members
in opposing any taxes of this kind. Cap-
talists object to imnposts being placed on
the expienditure of capital. If you allow
capitalists to exnend their capital freely,
they do not object to your taxting the pro-
fits. I have spoken to people on the gold-
fields a to what they think of a. dividend
tax. or an income tax, or a tax on profits.
rather than this tax on their expenditure,
and they smy that they have no objection
to it wbnitever.

Mu. GEORGE : They wvould grumble at
it.

MR. VOSPER: They might grumble
at it, as they would grumble at all forms
Of taxation. But a tax is more easily paid
by a man who is making money than by
one who is not.

M'i. GEORGE: How would you collect
the income tax from a.movin,, population?

Mn. VOSPEFR: If the hon. member
knows, anythina about taxation, he must
he aware that nn income tax is not im-

posed upon persons who have less than a
certain amount of income.

MRt. GEORGE: I know all about it in
England.

MR. VOSPER: And that a person who
iii capable of paying an income tax is a
more or less settled person. But a divi-
d -nd tax would not present the same dif-
ficulties as an income tax.

Mu. GEORGE: I admit that.
Mn. VOSPER: And I think something

of that kind might w-eli be imposed.
MR. GEORGE: On bank dividends, for

instanco I
Ain. VOSPER: Yes; on bank divi-

dends, and any other dividends.
MR. CisothoB: But do not let us have an

income tax. It is a most immoral form
of taxation.

MR. VOSPER: My principal objection
to this schedule is that it does not appear
to me to be of any practical utility to the
people as a, whole. I do not think, for
example, that the reduction of the duty
on cattle to 15s. per head will have the
effect of reducing the price of meat.

THE P'monERt: It ought to have.
Mu. VOSPER: It ought; but I think

that the amount, when divided into
pounds of steak or chops, will hp frittered
away, and will not really benefit the con-
sumer.

THE PEiMniR: Then why not let it re-
main at 30s.? You grumble at 30s. The
reduction is the proverbial "half a
loaf."

Mn. VOSPERl: The cause of the high
price of meat in this colony is that the
taxation is of such a character as to pre-
vent the importation of meat; and, once
you sweep away the whole of the tax,
you throw open the colony to its impor-
tation, The present prices of meat are
artificially maintained for the benefit of
the handful of people, who are continu-
ally pulling a poor mouth, and grumbling
about their misfortunes. I believe the
most injudicious and oppressive means
of raising a revenue is through the
medium of a tariff. I think that is ad-
mitted by most economists.

TnE PanunF: I do not know about
that. There are not many people in the
world on your aide.

MR. VOSPER: Doubtless it is a con-
venient method of raising revenue. be-
cause the man who has to pay direct
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taxation grumbles at the Government,
whereas the man who pays through his
butcher or storekeeper does not see the
outlay, and therefore pays it more will-
iigly If you were to put a policeman
or a customs officer at each star;, and
tompel the purchaser to pay a tax on his
commodity when he bought it, he would
object most strongly ; but when be goes
in and buys a pound of tea., the price
of which includes the tar on that afticle,
hie does not see it, though as a matter of
fact the tax is mnuch heavier than it
would be if a. policeman collected it
directly in the first instance. That is
where the economic objection to revenue
tariffs comes in. I do not think these
reductions as regards cattle and sheep
will have the effect of lowering the price
of meat; and I confess that my object is
to lower the, price, and I do not see how
we are going to do that unless we allow
the unrestricted importation of meat. I
believe that, in spite of what is being
done by the Government now, we shall
be compelled in the course of a little
while to go in for free importation, bue-
cause the restrict-ions with regard to
tick will have to be maintained in the
North, and that tick will spread in the
North exactly as it has spread elsewhere ;
and, as we must have meat, this duty will
have to come off in order that we may
get the meat froma somewhere. I do not
know whether I am in order in going on
to criticise the schedule generally.

THEs OHAIRiIAN: Yes. You must avoid
speaking on particular items that will
comne before the Committee again.

Ma. VOSPER: I simply wish to speak
in greneral terms. There is a duty of 5
per cent placed on slop apparel, which- of
c-ourse is intended to make up the de-
ficiency in other respects. But I would
say to the Government that, after all,
I cannot see where the advantage comes
in the country of placing a duty on
articles which are required only by the
poorer classes; a duty on slop-made gar-
ments, which every man or woman of the
working class is compelled to wear. I
think it is a tax of a, very harsh and un-
pleasant character; and I ask that the
miners and working' people generally,
who are compelled to depend on this kind
of c'othingr for covering their bodies,
should not have a tax of this kiAnd im-

posed on them. I am aware that a little
while ago we had a deputation of tailors
asking for the imposition of thq duty;
List a tax of 5 per cent. on wearing ap,-
parel will not do them any goodL.

Mn. L. HLLu: It is supported by the
Trades Hall.

Mn. VOSPER: That only goes to show
that the Trades Hall are quite as fallible
as anybody else. I know they are quite
as capable of publishing fallacies to the
world as any other body of men; and they
never -put forth greater fallacies than
when they propose a, tax of this kind, for
wuch taxes are solely responsible flor the
sweating system that prevails in Mel-
bourne at this day.

MR. L HALL: It is supported by the
operative tailors' society also.

Ma. VOSPER: That may be; but I
do not take Cmy political opinions from
the Trades Hall. I do everything I can
for them, when I think they are demand-
ing justice; but I a-m not going to be
controlled in the performance of my poli-
tical duties by what the Trades Hall may
choose to declare.

A Msunna:R You are a free-trader.
Ma. VOSPER:- I am not advocating

free-trade, at the present moment; but
I am trying to advocate, something in
the nature of a sensible anad just tariff.
I say, in passing, that effect has beenL
given to the motion of the member for
Perth (Mr. Hall) by an increase of the
tax on bricks. But there is one thingc
I notice which is absent from this tariff
-there is no reference to the duty on
flour. I do not wvant, at the uresent
stage, to attack the agriculturist ; and if
the tax on flour is of any value to the
agricultural industry, 1, for my own part,
shall be inclined to leave it alone; but I
want to remind the Government that
during the last few days the bakers in
Pertii have raised the price of bread to
8d. a loaf.

Tan PREMIER : Although flour has
fallen.

MnR. WaO: Two pounds a, ton,
MR. VOSPER: Why then has the price

of bread risent
MR. GEoRoE.- Because there is a ring

of bakers.
Ma. VOSPE.R : All right. But re-

mnember there is nothing like unrestricted
competition for destroying rings and

Revision of Tarif. 1237



1238 Cuatomts and Excise Dufte: LASSEMBLY.] Rvso fTrf

cutting them down generally; and I con-
tend that if the Government now wishe
to do the country a. real service, they
could have done it by reducing the duty
on flour. By that means they would
have introduced a little more competi-
tion, and spoilt this little game of the
bakers' ring.

MR. HALL: Bakers would form it, just
the same.

Mn. VOSPER: They might form it;
but thz_ ring must then become larger;
and the larger it became the less stability
would it posses&. If there were any
serious desire to do the people good in
respect of these duties, such an article
as flour might have been dealt with. 1
see, too, there is a tremendously heavy
duty placed on soap, and it is. very evi-
dent the right hon. gentleman does not
believe in the maxim that' "cleanliness
is next to godliness," otherwise he would
not have taxedf that article to the extent
of 4d. a lb.

Tas ATTOZINEY GsuVaAL: Fourpence
on fancy soaps.

MR. VOSPEJL: I beg your pardon,
Mr. Attorney; it says "fancy, toilet, per-
fumed, borax, and soaps in fancy shapes
or wrappers." That applies, for instance,
to the "monkey brand" soap, which is
placed in a wrapper; and it also, applies
to "Sunlight" soap. These two soaps
are distinctly household soaps. One, as
we know, wvon't wash clothes. Tnis
item on the tariff practically prohibits
their importation-

'MR. CONOR: But it does not prohibit
"sunlight" soap in hl6eks.

Ma. VOSPFJL: Not in blocks; but
the position in regard to the "sunlight
soap" people is that they have a large
number of cases of soap actually at Fre-
mantle at the present moment, and the
Customs authorities are demanding £350
extra duty from them;i so the owners
will have to export that soap again to
some other country, make it up afresh
into bar form, and re-import it here;
and, in the long-rn, the Government
will get no utore out of thin duty than
they did under the previous tariff, but
they will cause a lot of temporary in-
convenience to various people.

Tn Pnuxa: Take care where you
get your information, vont know.

Mn. VOSPER: Exactly; I am only
going on information.

Ma. Onoacs:- They can maize gf.'A,
oa n rtis colon;%
MR. VOSPER Well, they do not do

it; and there are very excellent brands
of soap imported I do not think it is
judicious to put a, duty on household
soap. I am not speaking on behalf of
':sunlight" or "moonlight" soap, or any
other particular variety, but for house
hold soaps generally. There is a large
number of soaps in wrappers which would
be very heavily taxed. I really think
this has been a mistake on the part of
the Government, and that they have no
intention of aiming at the household
soap.

Tas PREMER: Deal with that, when
you come to the item.

Mnt. VOSPER:- Exactly; I shall do
so; and I certainly hope the Govern-
ment will favourably receive the amend-
ment with a. view of making a distinc-
tion between the toilet affd the house-
horld article. I shall support the amend-
ment of the member for Albany, because
I do nLot think this schedule, as it stands,
will be of any real use to the country.
I do not think it is 9a complete a, ful-
filment of the Premier's promises as the
House has been led to expect; end, be-
lieving that it does not fulfil the wishes
of hon. members or the wishes of their
constituent%, I t ertainly shall support

the amendment before the Committee.

&t 6.30 p.m. 'Pan CHAIRMAN left the
chair.

At 7.30 Tans CHamuN resumed the
chair.

Ma. GEORGE, (Murray): I must con-
fess that I aim rather disappointed at the
way in which it is sought. by these pro-
posals of the Governnment to deal with
the tariff question. Something more
than tinkering with the matter is wanted
to meet the present requirements. A
debate entirely turning upon the ques-
tion whether we should have a. freetrade
or a, protectionist nlicy for this country
would be much preferable to dealing
with a. few particular items. T would
have liked the Government to come
down with a6 proposa-l-which T think
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would have met with the approval of
most hon. members and the country at
large--that some special committee
should be appointed, consisting of
members of this House, members of
tue commercial and mercantile p:or-
tions of the community, representa-
tives of the manufacturing portions,
reyresentatives of the trades hall,
if you like, and certainly represen-
tatives from the different ranks of
tabour, so that the tariff might have
been carefully, thoroughly and fairly in-
vestigated, the requirements of the re-
venue being provided for, and the duties
so regulated as to bear equally upon all
classes of the community. What has
been done in 1895 and 1896, and what
is sought to be done now, is simply a
sort of peculiar patchwork. It is almost
as if a. man who had a. galvanised iron
tank put a, bit of solder on, and when a
rent came added another bit, whilst all
the time water was escaping from the
tank, so that the tank would be worth-
less. If the House had thoroughly dis-
cussed the question whether Western Aus-
tralia should be a, free-trade colony or a
protectionist one, and it had been de-
cided that a, protectionist policy should
he adopted, we might have had a com-
mittee to thoroughly discuss the matter
in the way I have indicated, and that
would have been far more satisfactory
and acceptable, not only to lion, mem-
bers, but to the country. Even under
our present regulations, there should not
be a. single item upon the free list. The
way to raise our revenue is to do it
through our customs. The lowest rate
of our tariff is five per cent. It costs
this colony exactly as much for sta-
tionery and for other expenses to pass a
free item through the customs as it does
an article on which there is duty. If a
five Per cent. duty were placed on
everything which comes into the colony,
it would not hurt the consumer in any
way, and would produce a large amount
of revenue and pave the way to a fairer
incidence with regard to the tariff that
we raise at present. I do not wish it
to be understood that when I mention a
protectionist tariff I mean I would carry
it to the extent of prohibition- Nothing
of the sort. I would say simply place a
duty upon articles, and let it, not be

such that it must absolutely compel
everything to be made in the country,
because that would defeat the very end
in view, but give the industries of this
colony wvhat would be of some assistance
in placing them on a level with other
colonies with regard to their produc-
tions. We have a large staff of cus-
torus officials at Fremantle and all our
ports, and if it were not for the fact of
so many articles being on the free list,
we could do away wi~th a considerable
number; but while we have to keep up
all that staff, and use that stationery
and machinery, why should we not see
that the burden of taxation, at any
rate, is borne equally by all
things that come into the colony? Some
reference was made by the member who
spoke last about soap. I may just men-
tion, for the information of members who
may not be aware of it, that one of the
lar-gest firms of soap manufacturers in
the other colonies, Messrs. Burford, have
established themselves here. The in-
dustry is one which, if properly Pushed,
will afford employment to a very large
number of mn and it ought to be the
policy of this colony-and certainly that
of the Premier-to give inducements for
industrial establishments to be fixed in
this country. Although a duty of 4d. on
the pound partakes of the nature of
prohibition so far as soap is concerned,
still I think it possible that when we come
to that item it may be fairly discussed,
with the idea of putting it on what it
should be-a protectionist and not a
prohibition basis. The member for the
Canning (Mr. Wilson) made some refer-
ence to what fell from the Premier when
the right hon. gentleman said unless we
carried out the programme before us he
would have to resign. It struck me that
the Premier should not miake use of any
language of that sort in this House. As
far as I am, awvare, there is no desire to
thwart or binder him in the progress he
wishes to make, not for himself, but for
the country, and, in my opinion, he is not
rising fully to the dignity of his position
when he holds out, I will not say a threat,
but the possibility that unless he has his
own way in every' thing he will have to
leave the Treasury benches. The right
bon. gentleman should let us understand
that he will not on any fuxture occasion
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make use of an expression of that kind,
because it is far too childish an idea to be
entertained by any man who aspires to
occupy, or actually does occupy, the posi-
tion of chief citizen of this colony, tfhat
is, if the Premier will pardon me, bring-
ing it down to the level of childhood's
days, when we would not play in one
another's back yards if we did not geb
all we wanted. But if the Premier has
to face disapproval in regard to this
tariff, he is man enough to try and pull
the barque through stormy weather
without talking about resigning. I
know he could pull the country through
if he liked.

THE PREMIE: You misunderstood me.
MR. GEORGE: If so, I apologise.
Ma. A. Ponns It is not the first

time you have misunderstood the Pre-
mier.

MR. GEORGE: And it will not be the
lust time. The member for the Canning
(Mr. Wilson) spoke about the population
decreasing, and wished us to believe, as
other hon. members wish us to believe,
that the reason for this decrease lies in
the food duties. If hon. members will
quietly think the matter out they will see
that the decrease cannot be caused
through the food duties, or anything of
the sort. The population which is going
away from this country principally con-
sists of able-bodied men, and they are
going away because they cannot find em-
ployment here. We ar-a having our
"slump," as far as trade is concerned,
and there is no one who employs labour
but has had to shorten hands. If men
cannot obtain employment here, they
will do as others do-go and search for
it elsewhere. Owing to their station in
life, some hon. members may not take
notice of the trifles I do in the lives of
the wortking men; but I can tell hon.
members that board and lodging in Perth
at the present time can be obtained by
single men at from 14s. to XI a week.

THE PREME: So it ought.
MR. GEORGE: I am simply arguing

that it cannot be because of the food
duties that these, men are leaving the
colony. If a man has 21 meals a week,

and his lodging thrown in as wvell, for
14s., wbat difference can any reduction
in the food duties make to him? The
argument does not hold water. The sa

rule obtaining in Perth obtains in simi-
Jar places, and also on the timber

Istations, and food is as cheap as inch
could reasonably expect to get; it As a
matter of fact a reduction of the food
duties could not make more than a differ-
ence of about 9d. a week to the indi-
vidual working man. The member for
the Canning and others have brought
out the old threadbare argument that,
because of the food duties, wives and
families are not brought to the colony. I
should have thought hon. members had
looked more carefully into the matter,
and have found that the reason the wives
and families -do not come is not to be
found in the food duties. The reason. is
to be found in the fact that our popula-
tion has been mostly drawn from' the
other colonies, where people have got
comfortable homes together, with their
children attending school there and with
friends all round them. If a man were
to break up his home and come over here
with his wife and children, without hav-
ing employment assured, he must be a
born idiot, and not the sort of man we
want, in the colony Surely, the man
who comes here and finds out what the
colony is worth before sending for his
wife and family, is made of the right sort
of stuff, and becomes a settler in the true
sense of the word. When at man gets
his wife and family here he will battle

abno single mnan will battle, and, per-
hap;, as a married nm would not battle
if his wife and family were not with him.
Men come first to spy out the land and
see if it is good enough, and when they
feel that they can ensure constant em-
ployment,. they soon bring their wives
and families over. I would like hon.
members, who, were going to speak in
opposition to the proposals of the Go-
vernment, to work out what a reduction
in the food duties would mean to the
average man or woman. Until lately,
at any rate, the rents charged in Perth
and Fremantle and other towns have
simply been-I cannot use the word in
this House I would like to use to express
my feelings-but the rents have sucked
the life-blood out of the people who have
had to pay them. The landlords and
agents who came round every Monday
morning, have in the past taken the bulk
of the wages received on the Saturday
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*night. It is the rapacity of the land-
lords which baa caused men to say they
could not bring their wives and families
to this colony, simply because they could
not afford to pay the sums demanded for
houses. These, men have bound it bet-
ter 'to batch for themselves on 14s. or £1
a week, and send their wages over to
keep their wives and families on the other
side.

A MEMBER: The reduction of the food
duties would make a difference of 4s. 6d.
per annum.

Maf. GEORGE: If that 'be so, then
take the average working man and
his wife who, as a rule, have large
families, and suppose the family
consists of four children, or six individuals
altogether; the reduction of duty would
make a, difference of 27s. per year for the
whole of them. But at one time a four-
roomed cottage cost as much as 35s. a
week, when 1 2S. or I 2s. 6d. a week should.
have been sufficient,

.MR. ILLINGwoRTH: You can get cottagres
at 12s. 6d. a week now.

MR. GEORGE: Certainly, and I hope
some of the landlords who have been bleed-
i ng the people in the past will now have
to pay people to occupy their houses.

Ma. Woov: No, no.
MR. GEORGE: I would like to tell the

member for West Perth (Mr. Wood) what
the result has been. Landlords who have
been fair to their tenants, and Seen. that
their houses are fit to live in, are keeping
their tenants, while landlords who have
been rapacious and bled the people, are
Using their tenants, and, of course, the
rents. I would like to refer to an occur-
rence at Menzies shortly after the opening
of the railway. A public meeting wasl hid
there to bear Mr. Gregory, the member
for the district, explain his views on
the Strike. That meeting was very
largely attended, and was a. far
better meeting, so far as represents-
tion and good feeling are concerned, than
thL meeting held under the auspices of an
avltator wvho attended there as the work-
ingr man's friend, and sent out a, subserin-
ion list to fill his own pockets. It was said

mose4 distinctly at the meeting, that since
the opening of the railway the working

ii had been served with notice by the
wine managers that their wages must
come down. The men themselves said

*tbt.) would sooner have paid the store-
keepier higher prices, and kept th-lr wages
at xt or £4 6s. a week, then buy provisions
miorm cheaply and take wages at X3 los.,
with. a possibility Of having to take Li in
thc; future. When this Point comes to be
thoroughly understood by the labouring
People in the colony, they will not allow
themselves to ha led by a. cry for a reduc-
tion of the food duties, for an imaginary
bei:eflr,. They will know that the reduc-
tion of the duties will be used as a lever
by the capitalists to bring down wages. I
re~present ai working cass constituency,
consisting of people employed at the Jar-
rahidale and other timber mills, and the
ai mers on the Murray.

'Ens PRismsa Coolup.
Mfa. GEORGE: Coolup also. Ref er-

ence has been made to the pledges given
by members at the last election. When
I put up for Parliament the lat time,
I made my position in regard to the food
duties pretty clear, and I agreed with
the Premier in one. respect. He was
prepared to take the duty off cheese, be-
cause, I understand, cheese does not agree
with him and gives him indigestion. But
hie has not redeemed that pledge, be-
cause the duty has been left at 2d.

Tins Psainsa: A penny has been taken
off that duty.

Ma. GEORGE: The Premier, with a
decreasing revenue, may have to. come
down to humble fare, and perhaps he
has taken a liking to cheese. I told may
constituents that when articles could be
produced in the country, I was prepared
to protect the manufacture of those arti-
cles, but that so far as the atock tax was
concerned I was prepared, and am now
prepared, to take it off, item by item.
I am prepared to take the duty off flour,
if it will reduce the price of bread, but I
want to be shown that the abolition of
the duty will reduce the price of bread.
I mighbt have been prepared to take the
duty off butter, but I am not prepared
to do so now, because I believe that but-
ter is going to be produced here in suffi-
cient quantities for our needs. I sad
I was not prepared to take the duty off
chaff, and I am not asked to do so. In
regard to apparel, the e tra 5 per cent.
duty proposed may, perhaps, be explained
by the Premier along with other changes
submitted to the Committee. A remark
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has been made by the member for South
Fremantle (Mr. Solomon) about an. ab-
sentee tax, and I should like to see the
Government propose an imposition of
that character. It is a, piece of social
legislation which might crown the efforts
of the Premier in pushing the country
forward. We have an absentee tai so
far as municipalities are concerned.
-Municipalities tax every bit of property
there is within their boundaries; and
that principle ought to be applied in
cases where people own large tracts of
land which they will neither let, use, nor
sell. Tihese people ought to be told
that they are not assisting in building
up the country, and must not be allowed
to prosper by the efforts of other people
who were assisting the progress of the
colony. I know one particular estate,
not many miles away from Perth, which,
although consisting of beautiful land,
has lain waste for years. The owners
of this land are in London, and simply
hold it in expectation of a big boom,
during which they hope to "scoop the
Pool." If the people of the colony
create a boom, they have a right to say
to these people, "If you are going to
profit by our efforts, you must assist us
to bear the burdens of the State." if
the Premier can see his way to introduce
legislation with an absentee tax as its
object, he will get cordial support from
both sides of the House. There has
been no agitation on this question, but
the mass of the people, who are the
working classes, feel very strongly about
it, and will continue to feel very strongly
about it, and when they have the flower to
force an absentee tax they will use that
power. If I might be permitted to ad-
vise the Premier, I would say to him,
"Do not wait to be forced to bring in such
legislation, but lead the way and the
people will follow." Such legislation
will come, as sure as the sun will shine
to-morrow morning. I do not know
that I need say more on this matter.
Those are my views in reference to the
schedule, and I am prepared now to
learn from other members.

Ma. MORAN (East Coolgardie): I am
not at all in favour of this proposal of
the Government in regard to the tariff.
It is true, as the member for North-
East Coolgardie (Mr. Vesper) has said,

that at the last election, although most
of the goldfields members pledged them-
selves to take the duties off the neces-
saries of life, I did not do so. I was
returned in prosperous times, when the
colony was flourishing, and I took my
stand about it at that time, and I said
that it would not be wise to interfere to
a large extent with the Government of
the colony then. I did that in the
largest working men's constituency in the
colony, and the electors must have had
confidence in my view or they would not
have returned me. I agree with much
that has been said in reference to the
present proposal. The amount to
come off will not be much, but the
amount of harm done will be consider-
able. This £40,000 whioh it is pro-
posed to remit in duties amounts to
about 4s. Gd. per head-roughly--of the
population. At present we have a far
greater trouble facing us in the colony ;
we have the fact facing us that the Gov-
erment is going to turn out into the
cold world a large number of civil ser-
vants who are in a. colony where they
cannot hope to get employment at the
present moment. It is not like being
in another colony where a sbort land
journey will take one across the border.
We are under the necessity of reducing
the pay of a large number who are still
kept in our employ, but I am sorry to
see that this reduction is beginning at
the wrong end.

Tits COMISSIOxN OF RAILWAYS:
There are no reductions of salaries on the
Estimates.

A. MORAN: Which Estimates do you
mean?

THE COMMISSIONERI OF RAILWAYS:
In the annual Estimates of the Govern-
ment, there are no reductions at all.

MnR. MORAN: Not even in the Police
Department?

Tim Co3IMISSioNE. oF RAILWAYS:

I do not know a cout that.
MR. MORAN: I do not care what you

call it, but if vou reduce a man'o wvages
or allowvance by £1, it will reduce his
purchasing power. I say the Government
are making reductions in some depart-
ments, and in other departments the
Government are under the painful neces-
sit3' of having to do away with a large

numbe of ivil servants in this colony.
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The necessity baa arisen, and the Pre-
mnier and the Government have the symi-
pathy of this Rouse&; they have more
than that, as far as this side of the House
is concerned, for they have the support
of hon. members; but I maintain that,
seeing this present crisis in the history
of the colony, and it is, a paint at
which the tide of prosperity is being
stayed back, I say it is improper to inter-
fere with the tariff at all now. I am
opposed to any reduction in the duties.
I said so before nay constituents, but I
mnade, one exception when returned to this
House, and I think that the circum-
stances which made that, objection to
this one duty are stronger now. I said
that the duty on one article which was
used most largely in this colony, and
which is an absolute necessity-it is
used three times a day, and is the staple
food in all1 the Australian colonies--that
is meat, should be abolished. I said I
thought the meat duty should be done
away with-that is, the tax on live stock.
I do not think I went so far as to say
frozen meat should come in free, but I
pledged myself to the abolition of tbe
stock tax, for the reason that the colony
cc~uld not produce anything like sufficient
meat for its own consumption then, and
nothing approaching it. But what is the
position we find ourselves in now, in re-
ference to this duty? We are making
giant efforts to overtake the consumption
in regard to agricultural products. There
has been greater settlement going on, and
it is quite within the bounds of possibility
that we shall soon. he in the proud posi-
tion, and the happy position, of growing
sufficient food products within our own
borders to supply our own people. That
is a consummation to be devoutly wished
for- If we can have our own country
self-supporting, we shiall he arriving at
that state which every statesman should
try to arrive at. As to meat, we find
that, as well as having a stock ta-x, we
are prohibited from getting meat from
the only part of the colony where it can
he grown. I say prohibited-you might
grow a, bullock to 10,000 acres in other
parts of the colony-still the Kimberley
districts are the meat-growving districts
of this colony. We are prohibited from
getting our meat from those districts,
anid, I ask, what is the object of keeping

this duty on? Not to encourage local
production. 'rhe duty will do no good ;
the producer does not need protection,
because a larger evil prohibits him bring-
ing his fat cattle to market. Is there any
need for this duty from a revenue point
of viewI I say, no. When we find the
whole of the people of the colony want
to eat this meat, and it cannot be pro-
duced here, why prohibit the, natural flow
of trade in this article? On this e
article, I am not prepared to say we
should keep the duty on. Before I sit down
I intend to move that the duty ona live
stock should be abolished. I say I am not
going to be averse to giving the pastoralist
some little protection, but we cannot keep
the duty on when meat is at such a,
terrible price. That is only one item on
ctic tariff that peole, point to and say, in
Western Australia they have to pay 10d.
per lb. for mneat. That condemns the
colony in the eyes of every one. The fact
that Australian meat is sold in London at
half the price that ib is sold in Western
Australia is derogatory to this colony.
'rbere, is no reason, no justification, -no ex-
pediency at the present moment in keep-
ing the duty on. Whilst lab ouring under
this affliction, because it is an affliction;
whilst we have lost the benefit of the
large wage-spending power of the people;
whilst the people are suffering fro h
necessity of having to pay a high price for
meat, I say strike the duty off. Ha~ving
done this, I say we have done enough,
in my opinion. It may be said,
why not take something off flour?
But what is the position in this colony?
Are our farmers growing wheat? Are
they making efforts to grow wheat in
Western Australia? What are the mills
grinding? Are they grinding Western
Australian wheat, or are they importing
wheat from the other colonies and gr-ind-
ing it here? I leave the farmers to
answer that themselves. As long as I san
in the House, as long as I represent the
largest and most important goldfield, I
snil always. be found asisting the agricul-
tural industry of Western Australia; and
w~hen my constituents, Object to that, and
will have freetrade in everything except
labour and wages, then I say they will
have to get someone else to rep-resent
them. I know the hon. member for
North-East Coolgardie is a, freetrader lind
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and a consistent freetrader. But let us
take the case of the hon. member for
Norto-East Coolgardie, who represents a
goldfield. lie says. he is a, freetrader. If
we carry that out to its logical issue, we
can make. four or live, pennyweights pay
handsomely in Western Australia; but if
time hon. member for North-East Coolgar-
die is a freetrader, he is not satisfied, nor
is he willing to carry freetrade to its
lugical conclusion, and be a freetrader in
labour and wages, and everything else. I
may say that I am not a freetrader when
it comes to the question of what class of
men we should employ, or when it comes
tc binding down men to the number of
hours they should work, and the colour of
the men that should be employed, and the
wages to be paid. I believe tbe bon.
member for North-East Coolgardie is am
freetrader in one thing, but he is a hide-
bcund protectionist in another.

Ai. VosPEn: I am not a freetrader in
humanity.

MRt. MORAN: To be a. consistent free-
trader is one thing. Freetrade, means that
all men shall be treated on an equal level,
that all men should he placed on an equal-
ity to employ whom they liked: that is
English freetrade. Whether a, man is
blecaK, white or yellow, he is equal, and a
man must he at liberty to import andex
port whet he likes, and produce what
articles he likes and by what labour he
likes. The other is a. hybrid freetrade;
it is a freetrade as far as the duty is
C-OLcerned, but it is not freetrade as far
as the producing power is concerned. I
have always taken this stand and Ialways,
shalt do so. If we want to keep out foreign
lotiour of all kinds, and see that a, mine
manager does not employ foreigners, that
is not freetrade. The doctrine laid down
by the member for the, Canning (Mr.
Wilson) is similar to that laid down by the
hon. member for North-East Coolgardie.
We are producers of raw material,
wool, timber, and gold. Let us have
food cheap in Western Australia so
that we can employ white labour
cheaply, and so that; when we have
-worked out our forests. and our mines,
and are working towards the end of our
wealth, we shall not be leaving nothing
behind us to which the labour can be
turned. If we leave no permanent in-
dustries behind in Westerin Australia,

and we work out the raw material, and
work to the time when there is nothing
left of the timber, and Vine gold mines
are depleted, what shall we do with our
population if in, the meantime we do not
work up an agricultural population? As
far as I am concerned, my aim and ob-
ject is to huild up a self-supporting
colony in Western Australia, independent
of the other colonies, If we have, good
land-perhaps not so good as that in
the other colonies--we should make the
best of it, and so regulate the conditions
of this colony that the goldfields shall
have the assistance of the agricultural
parts of the colony. At the same time,
let us suff er on the goldfields a little
while for two or three years-so as to
build up other industries. in Western
Australia, so that when a man has done
onL the goldfields, he will have some rea,
sonable hope of coming to the coast and
doing something in the numerous indus-
tries we ought then to have in Western
Australia. It may seem that I am argu-
ing a a. protectionist. Freetrade, is a
pleasant topic, it is nice-sounding talk,
free trade and liberalism; hut I am
not prepared to swallow the doctrine so
far as this colony is concei-ned. That
being so, I do not agree with the pro-
posals of .the Government, coming at
thme present momnent and making small
alterations in the tariff, which to my
mind would have no effect whatever in
Western, Australia. I also maintain
that it would he far better if the Govern-
ment had put on this extra taxation they
piopose, and not taken off any taxes,
except the one which I say it is useles
to retain-that is the tax on meat, the
effects of which are indeed most injuri-
ous. They should rather put on ad-
ditional taxation in respect to other
items, and let down lightly the large
nuai-ber of peonle whom they are now
a) cut to throw out of employment,
aim who, in their bankruptcy, in
theit abject misery, will do far more
harm to Western Australia. than could
Le done by the continuance of these
duties for a year or two longer.
Hftlding, these views, and also hold-
ing the opinion that it is false po-
litical economy for the Government to
pay off their £200,000 defiit-and I
hold they should not try to do that

Beviaion of Tariff.



Customs and Excise Duties: [25 AUGUST, 1898.] Revision of Tariff. 1245

either, for it is only a small matter to
spread it over a number of years, and it
vcuid be far better to impose a
small amount of taxation and paty
it off by degrees, or to put it on to
loan account from whence it should
never have come off-I shall not be able
to support the Government in a large
number of these items. They are in-
finitesimail, they are playing with the
tariff, while also removing the neces-
@ity which will exist in the future from
an economic standpoint, and from a pro-
tectionist standpoint, of going largely
into the tariff question. I should have
supported the Premier if he had said:
"I made a promise last session, but now
things have altered, and I cannot keep
it." He is endeavouring- to fulfil his
promise, and I believe he always tries
to keep his promises; but I think this
House would have been prepared to give
the Premier permission to say that the
present position was not one which
would justify him in coming forward
with proposals for tariff reduction. I
beg to pro~ose, as an amendment on the
amendment of the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake), that the first item be struck
out; so that the tax on live stock may
be taken away altogether. In doing
that I do not say I am going to support
the absolute striking out of the duty on
frozen meat ; but I do think that at
the present time, seeing we are producing
no live cattle in the colony for food pur-
poses, we should open the door, tempor-
arily at any rate, to the importation of
live meat.

Ma. VOSPER: If the new amendment
is put in the form "that the first item be
struck out," it means that the present
daty will he retained ;but I assume that
the object of the hon. member (Mr.
Moran) is to strike out the item, and in-
sert the -ords "free of duty."

Thsm CHAIRMAN: The bon. member
moved to strike out the first item.

MR. MORNx : I wish to do away with
t he duty altogether.

THE CHAIRMAN: Then the hon.
mnember's amendment is to strike out the
words "159. each," and to insert "free of
duty" after the words "live stock."

MR. MORAN: Yes.
MR. MoONE: What are we talking to

now, sir?

THE CHAIRMAN: The first item.
MR. LEAKPE: I do not wvant the

House to be in any confusion upon this
vote ; and since the hon. member pro-
poses to strike this item out, I ask per-
mission to withdraw my amendment, be-
cause I dare say, if the further amend-
ment be not carried, my amendment can
be put afterwards. But, wvidist on my
legs, I must say that I was very much
impressed by the argument made use of
by the member for East, C61oigardie (Mr.
Moran), to the effect that we might just
as well take the duty off cattle altogether,
because the districts in this colony which
chiefly produce cattl for the6 local mar-
ket are really blocked, owing to the tick
plague, and it is not at all likely that
cattle will be admitted from the Kimber-
Icy districts for some time to come.
although a few cattle do come from other
parts of the colony.

MR. MORAN: Very few.
MR. LEAKE: They are so few that,

really, they will not appreciably affect the
market; and I commend the argument
made use of by the bon. member to the
consideration of other members. I would
draw attention also to a fact which I did
not mention when speaking before, that
there is no reduction of duty on flour, or
potatoes, or fruit, or anything of that
kind. There are many other articles of
food which are not touched in this
schedule; and if the intention is to have
a purely revenue tariff, why not act ac-
cordinglyt These items before us will
perhaps bring in revenue, but it is idle
to tell us that the tariff which. exists at
the present moment is a pure revenue
tariff. I should be with the Premier if
the Government would say, 'We will go
for a revenue tariff pure and simple." I
commend that to the Premier's considera-
tion.

ThuE PRflmhR: What is I~s. a bead on
cattleI Is not that a revenue tariff?*

MR. LEAKE: What I have suggested
is, I think, the best principle you can
he guided by at the present moment. If
you put on a general revenue tariff of
from 5 per cent, to 7; per &ent. or as high
as 10 per cent., it would do infinitely more
a-ood than the proposal now before the
House. Put your tariff on a scientific
basis; and you cannot do better than
have a revenue tariff pure and simple.



1246 Customs and Excise Duties: £ASSEktBLYI t.s3 o aif

THB Pnmjja: This is only about 10
per cent

Ain LEAKE: But put it on all round.
D9 pot pick out a few items such as you
have picked out here, but go generally
to work on the basis of an ad valorem
tariff, and I believe you will do more
good to the country than you can in any
other way; and you will do this good in
particular, that with the possibly near
approach of federation you will be in a
position to estimate and compare your
tariff and revenue wvith those of the other
colonies, and will know exactly where you
are and what you are going to do, and
know also what you will make or lose
when the time for federation comes.
However, I rose to inform the louse that
I desire to withdraw my amendment to
reduce this item by 5&., with a view to
supporting the member for East Cool-
gardie in his attempt to strike out the
item altogether. I would like to ask
the Chairman whether, if This item
"15s." is struck out, we shall be at liberty
to put in the words "free of duty?"

Tn CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Amendment (Mr. Leake's), by leave,

withdrawn.
Ma. EWING (Swan): I intend to op-

p~ose the proposals of the Government
in regard to the tariff, simply from the
point of view of a protectionist. I am aL
protectionist now, and always havc been
a protectionist; and I take it that
the true protectionist is of opinion that
protection in its extreme form, and free-
trade in its, extreme. form, are always
dangerous things-(Mat. VosPRm: Hear,
hear$-or, rather, that extremes, of all
kinds are apt to be dangerous to, the
community. It seems to me that when
we are considering whether we will im-
pose a tax, or whether we will remove
one, the main question we have to de-
cide is, what would be the general effect
of our action upon the business of the
community, what would be the general1
effect upon the settlement of the comn-
imunity, and is the imposition or
the removal of the tax going to do, anmy
serious harm or injustice to any section
of the community? In considering that
matter and the matter before the House,
it appears to me that there are steps
taken in the proposals of the Government
in the right direction. It seems to me

that the proposal to increase the excise
duty on beer is, from a revenue point
of view, desirable. That soap can he
satisfactorily manufactured in West=n
Australia is, I think undeniable, and I
support the increased duty on that arti-
cle, and I would support any other in-
crease the Government chose to intro-
duce for the purpose of establishing in-
dustries which can be satisfactorily car-
ried on subject to a. reasonable tax in
Western Australia. The tax upon mar
chinery I also take to, be goad. I ain
only sorry that the Premier has not seen
his way to inmpose a still heavier tax
upon machinery, and thus to offer a
still greater inducement to. manufac-
turers of machinery to establish them-
selves within our own colony.

MR. 'MORAN: You could do it better
by givin~r bonuses.

Mn. EWING: If we intend to pay
bonuses, we must have a. very full trea-
sury out of which to pay them;
and I take it that protection is

avery desirable method of raising
revenue, and of stimulating and en-
couraging native industry. Now ad-
mnitting all that, still I feel I am justi-
fied in voting with the hon. member for
East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) in his pro-
position to take the duty off meat, for
I believe that we are not justified in
stimulating, assisting, and protecting
any industry for the benefit of a com-
paratively small section of the commun-
ity, while at the same time we are in.
flicting serious hards-hips on the com-
munity in general. I take it that the
duty on frozen meat is the one at which
we have to strike most deeply, not so
much because of the effect we should
produce-the ordinary effect of taking
off a tax is to reduce the price of the
commodity by the amount of. the tax-
but because there is, something special
underlying the question of the meat
trade in Western Australia. I travel
throughout this, colony, and I see eivery-
where--even on the goldfields-the same
names put over the shop doors; as I see
in Perth. I see all these indications
which point to the- fact that, if tfiere does
not evist a beef ring in Western Austra-
lia, there is at least a strong combhna-
tion which has the power of controlling
the meat trade of the colony. I am
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also informed, and I believe credibly
informed, that before the sellers, the
vendors of meat to the small butchers,
wil sell to those butchers 6 n the gold-
fields, they pledge them to sell to their
customers at a specified a"d fixed rate,
otherwise they wilt not supply them.
This is what we have to deal with. If
you reduce the duty on frozen meat, it
will enable the small but~her on the
goldfields, and the small butcher in
Perth and other parts of the colony, to
buy his meat from the Queensland Meat
Company, or any other company which
chooses to import it. That is the rea-
son. It will liberate the small butcher
from the necessity of buying from those
people who admittedly have the power
to bind him down, before they will Eel1
to him, to sell at a certain price to his
customers. It seems to me that if we
remove the duty off frozen meat, we open
the door to competition by enabling the
small butcher to buy wherever he can
deal most satisfa-torily, and we will thus;
remove, from those persona who un-
doubtedly control this trade, the power
of controllin -g it any further; because
we know that there are not great facili-
ties for stocking cattle in and about the
metropolis, or on the goldfields. and that
consequently the small producer and
the small butcher cannot import his
stock; therefore he is bound to buy
from those gentlemen who at present
have the control of the meat trade of
this colony in their hands. I say the
reason why I, as a protectionist, am jus-
tified in voting for the abolition of this
duty is that the improsition of it has
created a condition of affairs in Western
Australia which enables certain persons
to control the meat market in this co-
lony, and I realise that the only way to
free the country from the grin in which
it i& held in the matter, is to enable the
.small butcher to buy where he can get
the best supply, And to enable others to
establish places for the sale of frozen
meat; competition being thus producid
which will bring prices down to a. rea-
sonahie rate. I do not care so much
about live stock, though I would vote
for the abolition of the dubv on it, as I
do about the frozen meat imported into
the colony.

Mn. MoxNcir: Yet you call yourself a.
protectionist.

MR. EWING: I do, and advisedly so;
but. my definition of protection is not pro-
tection run mad. I am not, so far as my
vote is concerned, going to protect an
industry which will have the effect of
making the people pay infinitely more for.
a thing than it is worth ; hut I will always
be reedy and willing, with the member for
York (Mr. Monger), to do anything in my
power to foster any industry whidh can
live under reasonable conditions, and
which will justify us in saying that it will
be for the benefit of the people of this
colony. If, by imposing a tax, we enable
a large amount of labour to be employed
here which otherwise would be engaged
in other parts of the wvorld, and at the
same time do not inflict any substantial
injustice on the great masses of the
people of Western Australia, I shall al-
ways be prepared to support such a tax;
but when I see meat at 10d, a lb. in
Perth, and at is. 3d. and Is. 4d. a lb. on
the goldfields, and when I am told that
there is a company in Western Australia
which binds the small butcher, before they
supply him with beef, to sell at their
prices on the goldfields, I say the condi-
tion of things is unhealthy and improper.
and even 1, as a protectionist, am justified
in recording my vote for the liberation of
Western Australia and the benefit of the
consumers generally.

MR. TJYAIL HALL (Perth): I think
everyone who is honest in principle will
acknowledge that the Premier has ful-
filled his promise to the best of his ability.
under the circumstances. I am as
anxious a~s anyone to see the cost of living
in this colony made as low as possible.
and I quite agree with what has been said
by the Premier, with one exception-I
refer to the meat duty. It must be ad-
mitted on all sides that tbe price of meat
in this colony is too great ;but I thinkc
we must go to some other source than the
duty for the reason of that high nrice.
Some of the wholesale people have assured
me--and I have also been told so by one
of the butchers in Perth-that the
butchers here are suprlled with meat at
from 4d. to 6d. a lb. Now, we know that
beef in Perth is 10d. a lb., and that on the
goldfields it is considerably more.

TVea PRAMER: Eightpence, in Perth.
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Mn. HALL: Well, 8d. to 10d.; but
that is over 100 per cent., and simply
shows that the retail men in the trade
are greatly responsible for the present
high price. Something has been
said during the evening as to rings. We
know there arc rings in all trades-even,
as has previously been observed, among
the lawyers; and, as an instance of rings,
I mnay be permitted to, give an example
of how they are formed and kept up. In
coaing over from the other colonies in
the Orizabs, a little while ago, I fell in
with a hotel-keeper from the goldfields,
and I said: "How is it you manage to
keep up the shilling drinks? How is it
the price of drinks on the goldfields has
not bee-n reduced to the ordinary six-
pence?" He said: 'Well, we have what
we call an association. Every member of
that association has to sign a. bond of
£t500, and put up the money, that he will
not sell drinks on the goldfields under a
shilling." I said: "But suppose a man
wvill not join that association, but starts
tc sell drinks at sixpencel" "Then," he
,:aid, "the hotel-keepers control the beer
suppiy, and he would not get any beer.
Then wve bring influence to bear on the
'vine and spirit merchants, and he would
not get any spirits." I said : "Suppose a
mann were wealthy enough to simply put
you at defiane in that respect?1" 'Well,
then," he said, "we would combine to-
gether and buy him out." That is an in-
stance of what rings will do, and I
maintain that the high price of meat is,
to at very large extent, caused by a ring
oi retail butchers. Trake, for instance,
thc bakery trade. We have there the
case of a ring being formed, and, in spite
of the fact that flour has come down
some £2 a. ton, we have had the spectacle
in Perth during the last few days of the
price of bread being increased, simply
because they all combined together
and said :"We will not sell below
a certain price." It is not a, matter of
competition. It is what is commonly'
known as a ring. Reference has been
made by, I think,-the member for North-
East Coolgardie (.Mr. Vosper) to the action
of the Premier in increasing slightly the
duty on ready-made clothing. I may tell
this House that I was asked to introduce
a deputation to the Premier on the sub-
ject. On that deputation the tailors of

Perth and the operative tailors also wvere
represented, and it was acquiesced in by
the trades union, the secretary of which
wvas present. It was pointed out that 'ye
have many tailors here in Perth who em-
ploy a large number of operatives, but
owing to the great amount of ready-made
clothing coming into the market, a number
are idle. One firm alone in this town, em-
ploying about 60 hands, said that if the
outy were increased to a fair amount, they
could employ 250. Does this House not
think that that would be a very good thing,
not only for Perth, but for the colony alsoI
It was also pointed out that we had a
number of canvassers for firms in the
eastern colonies going about, taking up
the time of Government officials, seeking
for orders during office hours, and sending
these orders to the other colonies , the
goods being afterwards forwarded here.
Such a state of things as that should not
be allowed to continue. It is simply, as
has been observed, a, matter of protection
versus freetrade. 1, for one, believe in
protecting anything we can produce in the
eclony, so long as it is necessary to do so.
What the colony is now suffering from is
the fact of a great amount of money being
sent away every, month. It seems to me
that. we are sinlyi existing here for the
benefit of other colonies, and that if some
members who have spoken had their way
we wvould have no industries whatevcr.
WAe send away for nearly everything. Mem-
bers who pose as the friend of the work-
iag ann cannot he considering the in-
terest of the working man in wanting
such a state of things to continue. In
Melbourne the cost of living is greater
at the present time than it is here.
Clothes are dearer, and boots are dearer.
Dutring my last visit to Melbourne, I paid
£2 more for clothes, and they were not
made so well as they would have been in
Perth. Vegetables are dearer in Mel-
bourne than theyv are here. When re-
cently at Ballarat, which is sur:ounded
byv market gardens, people were selling
vegetable malrow by the pound. Of
course, that state of thing will not continue
long so far as vegetables are concerned.
But, although I am a protectionist pure
and simple, I consider we should at the
present time, if possible, decrease the
high cost of meat, and, therefore, if the
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miember for East Coolgardie presses his
mnotion I shafl have to support it.

MR. M OLIGAKS (Coolgardie): I have
listened to this discussion with interest,
and am bound to say that I notice con-
siderable diversity of opinion. I am told
that mny friend, the member for East Cool-
g-ardie (Mr. Moran) has moved a motion
for altogether removing the duty off im-
ported cattle. I do not think anyone
could desire more than I do to see living
made cheaper, but I do not see wvhat ad-
vantag'1 wvill be gained by reducing the
price of live stock 15s. a head. Who is
going to get the benefit of it? I would
like to know whether my friend, the
member for West Kimberley (Mr. A,
Forrest) would not put the whole of that
in his pocket-whether he and the other
bon. members interested in the trade,
and not the consumers, are not the gentle-
men who would get all the advantages
from the reduction of those duties.

MR. LnAKn: If they do, they wifl vote
for the amendment.

MA. MORGANS I do not think it likely
they would vote for the amendment;
because I doubt if those hon. members
would like to go back on their declared
principles of so many years' standing. To
take l5s. a head duty off those cattle
would really represent half a faathiiig a
pound ; and I cannot realise for a
moment that consumers on the goldfields
are going to get the benefit

Ti PREMIER: The revenue would get
it; wve would get £9,000.

Ma. MORGANS: I am prepared to ad-
mit that the revenue would get £9,000,
but if the present duty were continued
more revenue would be got. The gold-
fields members should fight for the in-
tereets of the consumer, and not for the
interests of the importers of meat. If it
could be shown to me that a reduction of
half a. farthing per pound on meat-

Ali. MORAN: 30a. a head is Id. per
pound.

Mn. MORGANS: I am willing to take
it at 1,d., but I would very much like to
know what kiniT of guarantee there is
that the consumer on tbe goldfields would
zet the benefit.

MR. MORAN: Open competition.
MR. MORGANS: That is just what we

c-annot get. We have hieard about the
meat ring, but I neither know nor care

wvhether the meat ring exists or not. I
know that on the goldfields meat costs
HI d, to 1Is. per pound, and the object we
have in view is to see in what way that
price can be brought down. I do not for
a moment think a reduction of the duties
would have, the effect of reducing the
price of meat, because I do not believe
that the consumer would feel the reduc-
tion at all. With my fixed belief that the
consumer would not get anty advantage
froma a reduction, I cannot support any
motion which would have the effect of
removingah u.I the consumer i
suffering now, we want to find some re-
lief for him, but that relief must now be
found in some other direction. The Go-
vernment propose to remove the duty
to the tune of not quite a farthing per
pound.

Tiis PREsMIER: Roughly, a, farthing.
MR. MORAN: What is the avenage

u eight of a. beast?
MR. MORGANS: ZO0lbs; but I will

take the reduction as a farthing a pound,
and ask, what is the object of taking off
the duty it the consumer is not to get tbe
benefit? There is a deficit against the
Government this year; and in regard to
certain calculations for the coming year,
there are many hon. members who are
rot prepared to take the saime view of
the Jprobable revenue as is the Premier.
I for one am not prepared to do so, and
it would not be desirable in the interests
of the colony to attempt to make any
fuirther reduction of duties. Looking at
thiq matter from a goldfields point of
view, and being convinced that the con-
sumer will get no benefit from a reduc-
tion, I would rather see the duty on live
.stock placed where it was beor
namely. 30s. per head. I believe the
revenue would thus gain, and the con-
sunier would lose nothing. But I will
not force that view beyond saying I
think hon. members should hesitate be-
fore removing the duty entirely, seeing
the consumer would get no advantage.
1, therefore, much to my regret, shall he
ob~liged to oppose the amendment of the
member for East Goolgardie.

MR. TLLINGWORTR: I have listened
to this debate with a vast amount of
,amusement.

MR. 'MORAN: You don't say so!
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MR. ILLINGWORTH: I do not
usually extract amusement from any de,-
bate, but this debate is realy amusing,
when we know what a large majority of
hon. members are pledged to support the
Government, and that we are being kept
a whole night trying to alter a decision
which has already been come to.

Mn. Mwozosa: The hon. member should
explain himself.

THn PnEMn: Let us get to the vote,
then.

MR. ILLUNGWORTH: It is the
strangest thing to be discussing this
question when members have already
fixed on which side they are going to
vote.

MRs. MORANtS: On, which side are, you
going to vote?

Ma. ILLINOWORTH: Seeing that I
shall vote against the, hon. member, who
is going to vote with the majority, my
vote is unimportant.

MRs. MORAoNS: I do not know; it will
make one more vote.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: As this ques-
tion is under debate, I wish just to ex-
press my view of the position. In the
first place, I look at this proposed tariff
ats a delusion and a snare. It is not in
,our sense a fulfilment of th2 proinise,
this House reeived from the Treasury
benches. If the Premier, in the situar
Lion in which the country now stands,
had the moral couragye the present posi-
tion of the country demands, we would
never have seen this tariff schedule at
all. The time has come when we must
have courage and backbone on the
Treasury benches; otherwise this coun-
try will soon be in such a position that it
will not be fit to live in. A tariff of this
kind is a pure mockery, so far as the ob-
ject for which it is proposed and so far as
the question of revenue are concerned.
And it is an absolute delusion and a. snare
when we know that the Premier has
overrated his revenue by at least
t300,000.

TimE Pnmnnit: And you wvant to re-
duce it still more.

MR. TLLINGWORTHE: What we should
have expected, and what I exp)ected and
desired, from the Treasury benches, was
the Premier to manfully say, "We are
rot in a Position to reduce duties at all;

t %e are in such a position that the
country demands the debit should not be
increased." What the Government, and
the majority who support the Govern
juent, shouldi do is to uphold the credir
of the country. They should say that if
we are to deal with the tariff, we should
deal with it in a way to establish the
credit and financial position of the coun-
try. What have we before us? We.
have three items on which the Govern-
mient mocked the hon. members b y
dividing the duties. If there was a cry
in the country at all, it was for the aboli-
tion of the stock tax; from one end of
the country to the other that cry has
been raised.

Ma. Moyoxa: -Never!
MR. ILLINOWOUTH: I say advisedly

that the majority of the bon. members
tire pledged to the abolition of the stock
tax , and that they were pledged on every
'leotform.

THE PREMIER: You did not keep yot
pledges, then. You brought in a- motion
to only reduce the duty.

MR." LEAnE: Is abolition not a redu-
tion?

THE PREMIER: YOU are not plucky
enough to propose the abolition

MR. ILLINGWOBTHI: What do thE
Gov-ernment propose to do in the
exigencies of the present easel They
propose to impose 2d. per gallon on beer,
which does not replace the abolition of
the sugar duties to the brewer. If the
G~overnment have a desire to reinstate
and establish the financial position of the
country, a duty of 6d per gallon should
be imposed on beer, a further l~s on
champagne, and a further 5s. on spirits
and wines.

MRs. MORAN: No one drinks champagne
now.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I know chamin-
pagne is not likely to yield much duty,
because we have got from the champagne
stage to the whisky stage , and from the
whisky stage to the water stage. But
thc motion is to practically abolish the
duty on stock; and what are the facts?7
We impnorted Inst year £225,326 worth
of stock, unton which duty was paid
amounting to £36,000.

MR. A. FORRST: I think you are wron~r
there.
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Ma. ILLINGWVORTH: If I am wrong,
the papers laid on the table of the House
are wrong.

THEi PREMIR: You menu cattle and
sheep too.

MR. ILLINOWORiTH: If the Premier
will allow rue to use my own words, I
will be responsible for their meaning.

Tiis Pnmuin: You mean cattle, by
your remarks.

MR. IfjLINGWORTH: I said stack;
and sheep and pigs, if I understand
rightly, are stock. I ask the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans), who inays the
duty I

MR. Moatosys: The consumer.
TRn PanMinis: There are horses in that

stock, and we do noi eat horses.
MR. MORAN: We shall have to eat

horses directly, necause cattle are getting
very scarce.

Ab. ILLINGWORTH: I do not know
wbat is to be gained by this extreme ac-
curacy, or what we are to gain from the
process of argument on the Treasury

benhes Weimported 13,225 head of
horned cattle, 118,D34 sheep, and 8,587
pigs, all for slaughtering purposes, and
that is the stock I am talking about. On
this stock, duty amounting to £86,000
was paid ; and I ask who pays the duty?

MR. A. FORREST: The public, of course.
MR. ILLINGWORTH : Everybody

knows the public pays the duty. But I
call the attention of the member for Cool-
gardie to the fact that the public not only
pays the duty, but also pays a large profit
on the duty.

MR. MORCIANS: Tell me something- I
don't know.

MR. ILLINOWOLITH: The wholesale
butcher, who pays £36,000 into the re-
venue, immediately puts on that duty
£20,000 worth of profit; And these
two sams, amount to about L60,000. I
was a member of the Commission which
inquired into this matter, and I asked the
question of butcher after butcher, as to
what was the average profit on meat from
the shamtnbles to the consumer, and the
evidence was that the profit amounted to
100 per cent. We first of al1 pay £36,000
in hard cash to the- Government ; then we
par £24,000 as profit on the £36,000;
and then we pay 100 per cent. nrofit on
both of these amounts, plus the whole-
gale profit, and plus the cost of the ani-

mals imported. That is one of the points
they are overlooking in this discussion.
It is no use taking off one-eighth of a
penny or one farthing per lb. ; that is
not the issue. Before the same Commis-
sion on which I had the honour of sitting,
what was the evidence 1-that mreat was
mold to the retail butcher at about 4d. per
lb., And yet the public pay 8d. per lb.
for it. The price of beef to the retail
butcher is 5d. or 6d. per Il, and the con-
fainner pays 10d. per lb. Who is paying
this difference? Is it not the consumer?
If the consumer is paying the duty, if
you take off that £36,000, the whole-
sale alan hag no competition to compell
]Link to put on this £36,000, and you help)
the consumer to the Amount of £36,000.
You help to take away the profit that the
wholeaale man has to put on tbe article;
you help him by 100 per cent. It is
simply nonsense for members to say that
the taking off the duty does not affect
theC coumS1er; it is bound to affect the
consumer; and when you collect at the
Custom-house one farthing, the con-
sumier has to pay one penny.

MR. MOnDAIYS: What effect will it have
if you take off half a farthingi

MR. ILLINGWORTH: It is a question
of £36,000. If this argument is worth
Anything, let us double the duty and put
on £3, as we want money badly, and it is
said this will not affect the price to the
consumer. If we put on £3, I will ask
the hon. member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans)- will the price to the consumer
lie the same? The hon. member knows
it is perfect nonsense. A far-thing duty
means 2d. to the consumer. That such
is a fact everybody knows. Directly
you put on the duty, there are the pro-
fits, the first, the second, and the third
profits, and the price is immensely in-
creased. We are faced with the ques-
tion of dealing with the tariff. We are
.asked to abolish the duty on oatmeal :
that is keeping the promise of the Gov -
ernment to the letter, certainly. We
are aked to put 15 per cent. upon the
clothing of the people it is proposed to
Assist by reducing the duties on certain
omther thimr s. If the Government will come
boldly to the House and say they want
15 per cent. for the purpose of establish-
ing the credit of the country, I will &up-
port them. If the Government had the
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moral courage, as they ought to have-
and I say again that the condition of the
country demands that this sheet of paper
should never have been brought into this
House, and there is no necessity for it-
to do that I would support them. The
Government are in this position: they
must either increase the taxation or re-
duce their Estimates, or they must come
in with a big deficiency. But I shall
deal with that matter when I am .deal-
ingr with the budget Speech. For the
Government to come to the House and
ask us to tinker with the tariff, to re-
duce a duty of 30s. to 15s. and so on,
and to deal with the tariff in this
miserable way at a time like this, is
simply degrading the whole question
from top to bottom.

Mn, A. FORRESTv: Put the duty back,
then.

MR. ILL-INGWONTH: There may be
duties on this schedule which may yield
a bit of revenue, and I am not prepared
to ask the Government to materially af-
fect the question of revenue. We are
dealing at the present moment with the
food of the people, and you cannot work
without something to eat, and the mo-
ment you put a tax on the food power of
the people you put a tax on the produc-
tive power of the people.

'MR. A. FortaxaT: We are going to
take it off.

MR. JtLINGWO2TH: What is pro-
posed in this ease is to deal with
the stock tax. I am not going to enter
into the question of free trade and pro-
tection. 1 am a protectionist; I was a
protectionist in Victoria, and I wa re-
turned for a district when the question
placed before candidates was, will you
or will you not vote for a stock tax, and
I said boldly I would not. And in one
centre of a. squatting district I had a
meeting, and they discussed the question
with me for an hour asq to whether J
worn.. vote for a stock tax, and
I said "No." And what effect did that
havel I get every vote in the district
wvhere this question was discussed. I
want to say just this:. I see no connec-
tion between this question of freetrade
and protection when dealin- with the
food of the people. When you cc-me
to the position that has been distinctly
pnintrd nut by the bon. member for East

Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), we are in a posi-
tion here in which we must import our
food, Why should we pay a tax on
everything by which we live, and must
live to produce anything? We cannot
get on with timber or anything else with-
out something to eat, and yet we are not
increasingy the' actual price, hut we place
the meat. market in this position, that
only a few men who have suflhcient capital
can enter into the business, and as a
consequence we shut dut the healthy
competition that is necessary to reducL
the business to a fair average profit.
We prevent frozen meat and everything
else that will tend to compete and re-
duce, from coming, in. If, on the one
hand, we overload the taxation, and then
on the other hand concentrate into the
hands of a few who can, if they will,
form a ring, and if we exclude all foreign
competition, it is inevitable that the
price of meat will be abnormally high,
and people in the trade will not get the
profit they ought to get out of a legiti-
mate trade. Holding as I do, and as I
have always contended on the hustings
and here, that we want to have a. per-
fectly free breakfast-table, that we want
the duty off in eat, I am going to vote
-fr the a~bolition of this duty; but I say
it would have been) better for the coun-
try and the Treatsury benches for us to
discuss to-night how to put our finances
into a better condition, than to discuss
this miserable tinkering with the tariff.

MR. TiINGSMILL (2Pilbarra.) Between
the producer and the consumer there
stands a bogey man , the middlemn- I
fail to, see why, by voting to take this
duty of 15s. off imported cattle, I should
put lb5s. per head into the pockets of the
middleman without benefiting the con-
sumer, while doing an actual injury to theI
extent of 15s. per head to the pastoralist.
I do not intend to do so. Furthermon(
this 1.5s. per head, as the Premier re-
marked, and several other members re-
ma~rked, will be a great help to the re-
venue, a-nd the taking off that will not
do the consumer the least bit of rood,
but will go, into the pockets of the afore-
said middleman. What we want to
do is to introduce other middlemen,
who perhaps by competition will some-
what reduce the size of this gentleman
wr have before us: and the solution of the

Bevision of 2'ariF.
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difficulty may be found by leaving the
duty as it is, and reducing another duty
which is to be found lower down on the
list. If any hon. member will move in
that direction, I wviii be happy to give him
my support.

1.h. Owansm: What duty is thatI
MA. KINOSMILL: Frozen meat.
MR. MORAN (East Coolgardie): The

argument of the member for Coolgardlie
(Mrf. Morgans) is scarcely Uip to his
usual finesse and correctness, in debates
of this kind, especially in dealing with
financial matters. He does not think
the reduction of 30&. on imported cattle
wvill affect the price to the consumer.
My motion goes as far as to take off the
30s. We have been paying 30s. duty.

Tan PREME: We propose to take isa.
off ; therefore your amendment will only
take 1s. off.

Ain. MORAN: I will vote for your is.,
if you will vote for my 15s. afterwards.
That is fair. The old tax was l5. per
head, and if you take the price of cattle
in Queensland or the Northern Territory
(S.A.), taking the duty off, you pay £2
10s. per head. The cost price of cattle
kp £2 10s. To get these cattle to Wynd-
ham will cost another £1 per head, mak-
ing £3 l0s.

MR. ILLINOWORTH: But you cannot get
them out, if you once get them there.

Ma. MORAN: I want a free market.
I do not want the tick scare to make the
people of this colony pay four times wvbat
they should pay. If you add to the £3
10s. an amount for droving and food, you
bring the price up to £7 i~s. I shall want
£1 per head profit on that deal-that
is all-say £71 ner head, clear of all ex-
penses. That makes £8 15s. Next
add "whisky and water" and put on an
extra 5s, and I will sell you the beast at
£9 per bead.

A MEMBER: At three months' termns?
MR. MORAN: I am not particular

about the terms, so long as the customer
is a good mark.
benat?

A MEMBER: What is the weight of the
Ma. MORAN: 7O0lbsg. when you clean

him up. That runs to about 3d. and one-
twvelfth of a penny per pound.

A MEMBER: You left out the freight.
Ma. MORAN: The hon. member can

have a cut at these figures afterwards.

'nc, price at £9 per head works out at
3d. 1-12th per lb. Suppose we make it
4d. per lb. ; and if a retail butcher buys
at 4d. per lb., let him sell to the customer
at 2d. per lb. profit.

A MEMBER: We wiUl let you have it
at Id a lo.

MR. MORAN : I am not a buyer; I
am a seller. I have the floor just now,
and I ame making a market for you. If
there is 2d profit on the retail, that is a
large profit; and then the consumer will
get his meat for 6d a lb. in Perth. I
will retire from business immediately, if
I find I hiive made such a gigantic isi-
take as the difference between 6d and
10d a lb. Now, howv is it that meat
costs as niuch as, it does? Where are
tiy figures wrong?

A MEMBER: Bad debts,
MR. MORAN: I say my figures are

perfectly correct. Those who know
better than I do, who have been longer
in the trade than I have, will be able to
correct me if I am wrong. I maintain
I an' absolutely right; but it is open to
any exJponent of the meat trade to cor-
rect me. These are the figures on which
1 an' going to lose my money.

THE PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): I should like to say a word,
before wve go to a division on this
matter ; and I hope all the items on the
list will not take as long as this one,
though I do not think they will.
This is no doubt a very important matter.
\Ve have certainly been edified by some
of the Speeches to-night. The one that
gave me most amusement was the speech
of the member for Central Murchison
(Mr. Illingworth). He commenced by
telling us that we ought to increase the
duties-that we want a good deal more
revenue; and he finished up by telling
us he intended to vote for this motion,
which will knock off £9,000 from our re-
venue at one slap. Anything more in-
consistent, and I may say more egotisti-
cal, than the speech of the hon. member
we seldom listen to ; but it is just what
wa expected to hear from him. This
reduction means about £9,000 off the re-
venue. We received £18,459 last year
from the duty on imported cattle at 30s
a head, and we propose to cut it down
one-half, thus losing £9,230. But some
hon. members are not satisfied with that,
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for they wish us to, lose the whole of the
£18,000. Whatever may be said in re-
gard to this £9,000 proposed to be taken
off, there can be no doubt that the re-
maining £9,U) wilt go into the Treasury
chest; and this is an important matter
for all of us. If, however, we agree to
the proposal of the member for East
coolgardie (Mr. 'Moran), the £18,000 we
received last year will go into the hands
of the butcher, or importer, or to some
extent to the people--at any rate, it will
be lost to the Treasury, and that is the
point to which I wish to call the atten-
tion of hon. members. The mnember for
Al1bany (Mn. Leak.) told us he was quite
willing to have a revenue-producing
tariff.

Mnt. LsAKx: All round.
THES PREMIER: What can be more

revenue-producing than the item 1 am
referring to I The hon. member says
",all round," but he instances, as usual,
he makes statements, but he does not
know what they mean.

MR. LEOAKE: I am not singular in that
respect.
THE PREMIER: The hon. member, I

am sure, does not know that this 1s. per
head is about 12 per vent.

MR. OLDHAM: Is it?
Turn PREMIER: Yes; a bout that. The

hon. mrember (Mr. Oldham) is jubt wvaking
up.
M. OLDHAM: I have always maintained

it was about 25 per cent.
Ths PREMHIR: It cannot he called a

protective duty, at any rate. It i s a,
revenue-producing duty.
MR. Gsoiwon: You reckon 12 per vent.

is a fair thing?
Tnm PREMIEBR: It is not a. very high

duty.
MR. GEORGE: Is it a fair thing?
THE PREMIER: Certainly. The miem-

ber for Central Murchison told us that we
had no courage-no backbone (Mit.
ILLINOWORTR: Hear, hear)-and, in fact,
that these tariff proposals were a delu-
sion and a sham. I do not see much of
a sharm about them, for we are taking off
£45,000 by these reductions in food
duties. Of course, the hon. mtember is
accustomed to very big figures, and that
is nothing to him : but I do not think
the £45,000 reduction is a delusion and
a sham to the people of the colony, who,

if they do not get it all, will get some of
it. We were also told that the cry of the
country at the last general election vwas
in favour of the abolition of the stock tax.
All I can say is that, if such were the case,

Ithose who led the Opposition were not
bold enough to move to. that effect in tans
House, because their motion was, in very
gentle language, that the time had arrived
when some reduction should take place.
M. LEAKE.: It frightened you.
THE PREMIER: It does not matter

whether it frightened ace or not. You did
not carry out your programnme. We are
also told that we are humbugging the
House. (M. KENNY: Hear, hear.) That
is a very polite expression from the other
side. I do. not know that, I wish to hum-
hug the House. I think it is. somewhat
impertinent to tell me that I am humbug-
ging the House; and that is not the
courtesy we have a right to exp~ect from
members opposite. It was the member
for the Canning (Mr. Wilson), I think,
who, told us we were humbugging the
House. If he is; not a greater humbug
than I am, perhaps he will be all right,
and I hope he wvill be as courteous. as I
desire to be. The lion, mnember said that,
if we remove this duty, it will be a pana-
cea for all the evils that the people of
the goldfields and elsewhere suffer fronm.
There are a. great. manuy advantages given
to the people on the goldfields, compared
with what they used to have. They have
now means of transit at a cheaper rate
than formerly.

A. CONOLLY:' Some of them.
TnE PREMIER: And we know that

prices are not reduced in a, moment,. even
when these great advantages come about.
I have not heard that wages have been
reduced on the goldfields, now that food
canc be cardied so much cheaper by rail.

Ma. Gsoaorn: They tried it, you know.
A Mn~wnma: They are cheapjer than in

the old days, certainly.
MR. A. Fosusssv: The price of liquor is

the same now.
Tux PREMIER: - But I refer to wages.

I think they stand at about £3 10s. and
£1 per week.. as they always did. So it
does not follow that, because you give atd-
vantages, the price of everything vilI be
reduced. We know that drinks on the
fields arc Is., although the dealers usevd
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to have to pay £40 or £60 per ton for
the carriage of liquor.

MR. MORAN : It is sixpence fora, "long
beer," nos.

THE PREMIER: I think that, seeing
we propose to make this reduction, which

eansv 49,0000a year on this one item,
and that we shalt at the samue time not
take away all at once the little protectioun
that is given to those engaged in this in-
dustry, hon. members wvill agree that they
are acting reasonably if they support the
proposal of the Government to reduce
the duqy by one-half. I do not think that
anyone can reasonably expect more than
that at the present time ; and will anyone
believe for a moment that if I had come
into this House and said I did not intend
to alter the tariff at all, that the Member
for Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth)
would not have told me I was humbug-
ging the House? As a matter of fact,
you cannot please the hon. member. In-
consistency cannot go further than the
lion. member takes it. Whatever you do,
you are misrepresented. Whatever you
do, you are told you ought to have don-,
something else, All wisdom~ seems to be
concentrated in the breast of the hon.
member, or in his mind. One would think
that he was the mentor of the House, and
that he alone could tell which was, tbe
right way to go.

MR. Wil.Sox : And you always do the
wvrmig thing.

'PaE PREMIER : Yea; and I always do
he wrong thing, and never do it in the
riht wvay, according to the] i.iinbr

I do not seem to have the requisite know-
ledge in order to do the thing ats it ought
to be done.

MR. WILsIoN: That is right.
THE PREMIER: That is about how it

is. I should like to say, in regard to the
cattle we are dealing with at the present
time, that we are not the only colony in
Australia. that has a, duty on the importa-
tion of cattle. In South Australia, which
imports cattle largely from other places,
the duty is 20s. ; in Tasmania the duty
is 40s. ;in Victoria it is 3Os. In Western
Australia we propose to maeo it I5s.

MR. MORAN : They aure all large pro-
ducers.

THE PREMIER: So are we large pro-
ducers, too.

MR. MORAN: But We Cannot get any-
thing from our producing quarter.

THE PREMIER: I agree with the hon.
member to a certain extent, that it is
,most unfortunate that East, Kimberley
is not at the present time open to us;
but the hon. member must not say we
have no cattle-producing districts be-
cause East Kimberley is closed. True,
East Kimberley is the beat; but there
are other districts that can produce
cattle, and I hope there will be some
means devised by which we can get the
East Kimberley cattle here, too. And
with regard to the, other colonies, does
anyone say that Victoria is not a. large
importer of cattle? We know she is, and
South Australia too; in fact, all these
colonies have an import duty on cattle,
and why should we have none at allI
Even locking at it from a revenue point
of view, it cannot, I think, affect the
consumer to a very large extent, though
it will affect him, I am quite.certain, to
some extent. I believe it will have some
small effect, but it will he in the right
direction. This will not have the effect
of increasing the price ; and the country
w ill get the advantage of the revenue, for
we will get £9,000 of revenue which
we wvould not have otherwise; and
I think there is no reason whatever why
we should throw away this £9,000 of re-
venue at the present time. In regard
to the price of meat, it seems that no
one can speak about the price of meat
in this House, if he happens to be adverse
to this duty, without exaggiiaang the
facts. I never hear anything in this
House but exaggeration in regard to it.
If meat is 8d., some members will say it
is 10d. or Is.; and if the price is 10d.,
they will assert it is Is. or Isa. 2d. I know
as a fact that beef-and I speak of beef
which I use in my own house-that sir-
loin beef is 8d. a pound in Perth: mnut-
ton, which is cheaper, being from 6d. to
7d., perhaps up to 8d. for choice chops.
I do not know whether that is so or not
a~s to mutton; but I know 8d. is the price
of beef; and, that being so, why should
it be stated that the price is 10d.7 And
why should working men be referred to
in connection with it? Do members think
that working men desire to have the best
and most expensive joint of the animalI
Does he want better food than we do?
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MR. GROn: If he can get it, cer-
tainly.

Tus PREMIER: Beef which can he
obtained for 8d. a pound is good enough
for anyone; and if it is good enough for
me, it is good enough for a man who,
works with his hands. What is good
enough for the member for the Murray
(Mfr. George) is good enough for anyone;
and I do not suppose the hon. member
wants to pay 10d. a pound. If I know

* he lady who adorns his home, she is not
one of those who would be extravagant in
that way. I hope members will not agree
to this amendment, for I see no necessity
for it, and the matter is one of conm
siderable importance as regards the re-
venue.

MAI. HOLMS (East Fremantle): I
have listened patiently to what hon. mem-
hers have said this evening, and while
prepared to admit that some of them are
politicians, I can show that they do not
understand what they have been talking
about. On the other hand 1, while not
a politician, can I think claim to under-
stand something of the subject before the
House. In Proposing to reduce the duty
to a certain extent', and at the same time
to protect the pastoralists, the Govern-
ment are making a very great mistake;
for lowering the duty will, instead of re-
ducing the revenue, open the door fora
larger amount, as I hope to show when
I come to deal with this question. Until
nowv I have advocated protection. I
have advocated a duty on live stock
from a protectionist's point of view, and
.o some extent in the interests of my
constituents, but certainly for the bene-
fit of the country. As so much has been
said in this House about a butcher's ring
-which does not exist-and the matter
has been flaunted in my face so long, I
am now prepared to wipe the duty out
altogether, and let the House see what
the effect of it will be. The duty, as it
now stands, is entirely in my favour if
von come to the personal matter, because
within the last week it put no less than
£300 in the pockets of the firm I repre-
sent. The very day after the Tariff Bill
was broughit in we had a shipment of
stock. If the duty were entirely abolished
we should have an opportunity of re-
ducing the price of meat, whereas the
present reduction is of no benefit to the

customer or the country, but to the
butcher.

Tim Painma: If you can afford to re-
duces the price now, why notl

Ma. HOLMES: I will show you. The
duty as it now stands is purely in my own
interest, but if the opportunity of strik-
ing the itenm out altogether be given, it
will mean something like £200 a wveek
t9 the fit-n I represent, and if we do not
give the public some advantage unde
those circumstances, the day' is not far
distant when someone else wvill come in
and force us to do so. The tariff -brought
in by t-he Government will p'ioduce r--
venue for this reason, that it has now
brought down the duty on frozen and
chilled weat from a prohibitive rate to
a rate at which it can be introduced into
the colony. Under the old tariff, the
rate was prohibitive, so that the owner;
of frozen ineat in other colonies could
not bring it here and sell it at the game
rate as that at which fresh meat is sold.
Under the present tariff of Id. per lb.,
there will be a, large trade in frozen,
meat, and instead of getting Id. a lb.
on live stock, the Government wvill ob-
tain id. a lb. on chilled meat.

Trut PREMIER: Let us have the farth-
ing, too.

Ma. HOLMES: When the member for
East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) made
his first speech, I came to the con1clUSiOL
that he was the only man in the House
who understood the subject; but when
hie delivered his second speech, he pro-
duced an altogether different impressioi,
in my mind, which may be explained 1,y
the fact that the last time he ad-
dressed the House the figures were nfit
his own, but hearsay. I hold in my
hand correspondence from Sydney. it;
wvhich our agents poinit out that at the
present time chailled beef of prime qual-
ity from tick-infested areas of Queens-
land is being sold in Sydney at U d. a
l1ound.

Tire PREMIER: It can be brought here,
then.

Ms. HOLMES: It can be brouglit
here, but that is where you ire going, !,-
strike the death-blow at pastorali&-.
It will he br-ought here, and I aot 7oifl
to he the one to bringa it.

A MEmpn: Bring it in, tic And a11.
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II& HOLMES: Queensland beef at
the present time is, I say, being sold in
Sydney at lid. per lb.

THE PRa1Ln: Wholesale?
MR. HOLMES: Yes.
A NMsna: It is 21d. a. 1b. retail,
Ma. HLOLMES: I repeat. 'that beef is

brought from Queenslad to Sydney and
sold at lid. per lb. It is put on board
slip, and there is nothing to prevent the
ship from being sent on here. It can
lie brought here for about a farthing per
ib., by passenger boat. That would
make lid., and if you put on id. a lb.,
it makes the price 2,1d.; and so you will
wipe the pastoralists off the face of
Western Australia, because they ca.nnot
comipete with it, especially at the pre-
sent time, when we have our own par,
toralists. in. East Kimberley who have
stock and cannot bring it here. The
anly reasonable way to bring it is to
ohii it, as they are doing in Queensland ;
hut the pastoralists. in East Kimberley
have not an opportunity of competing
with Queensland, because Queensland is
at the present time paying an export duty
of Id. per lb. to encourage the trade. It
the Government were to do something
for the pastoralists in East Kim ber-
ley to encourage them to bring their
mreat under a similar process to this
port, we should have an opportunity of
gfetting fresh meat at a reasonable rate.
The member for the Swan made a per-
sonal attack on me to-night, saying that
no matter where he goes he sees the
same name over the butchers' shops.
I admit that it is a, very good name, and
1 ina~y tell the bon. member the reason
ha sees the name so often is that per-
haps) we have a little more energy than
other people. He asserts that he sees
the same name on the goldfields, but I
can tell him that we are not doing hbusi-
ness on the goldfields at the present tunie.

A. EmiNo: I did not mention your
nrame.

Ma. HOLMES: You will not see the
Lilfie of Holmes over the doors of
butchers' shops on the goldfields. You
maty see tbe name of 'Smithn on the gold-
fields, and that of Roblertson in Perth.
but you cannot say, they are the saite.
I think you admit that you referred to
the name Of Holmes, and I say Holmes
is not interested in shops on the-

goldfields at the present timte. He showed
his energy by going there, establishing
at business, and selling out for ±45,000.
Members have quoted the price of meat. I
may tell you that the prices of meat in
Perth at the present time are 6d., 7d.,
8d., and I can convince members at any
time that the cost of delivering that
mneat in Perth, Freutantle. and the
suourba is *50 pe~r day. We have to pay
higi. wages and, high rates, for fodder,
twot to keep Sf0 horses% going, and yet we
du not mnake mkore than an average of
.d per lb. I will take, for instance, the
average weight of a, bullock at lS0lbs.
I will nut go1 into figures, but I shall be
glad if lion, members will follow hue for
just ii, few minutes. Taking the weight
of a bullock at T5Olbs., and buyingy it at
41b. per lb., the charge is 112 lOs. If
we deduct 1 S0ibs. of bone, we have
570 lbs. of meat to sell, and 5Slbs. of
meat costing- £12 10s. will give an aver-
of 5 d per lb. If memibers will not
admit that these statements are facts. I
can show a committee at any timie that
they are correct. Members must, I
think, admit that I sim right when I say
that on this subject they do not know
what they are. talking about. But apairt
froni the advantage that the chilled meat
from Queensland will have, there is this
to be taken into consideration, that if
you ship a bullock weighing S5Olbs. froit,
tho port of Derby, it only weighs 7501hs.
when it gets here, and a bullock shipped
to Sydney or Wyadham also loses
lO0lbs. on the journey:- but if a man be
shipping chilled meat from Queensland
to this market, the same qu~antity Will
lie sold here as was shipped. That is
another £2 a head to the advantage of
the man in Queensland -who sells chilled
meat. The Government may rest as-
sured that, instead of protecting the
pastoralist interest by the proposed tariff,
t.hey wvill deal a blow at it, and will hie
increasing the revenue. The Premier
wil be plehsed to hear that, because hie
tuust decidedly increase the revenue.

9N[3 Pnnnn: Three farthings on a
bullock would be about 50&.

MR. HOLMES: Three farthings on a,
bullock would he about 50s.

TnaE PnREMMR: Will not that be a good
p rotection for pastorsalists 7
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Ma. HOLMES: I have already shown
that the Queensland importer will have_
an advantage of £2 over the pastoraliats
of this country. If the Government con-
tinue the, right policy we shall have
enilled meat from Wyndhiam at no dis-
tant date, and there is no doubt that
East and West Kimberley, can produce
sufficient meat for our needs here. The
right way would be to chill the meat at
Wyndbam and bring it to Perth. By the
proposed tariff the ruined Rastol~alist
will be wiped off the face of the colony;
and the Coat of living be increased, be-
cause the public, instead of paying a half-
penny per pound as now, 'will have, to pay
three farthings a, pound on frozen meat.

MR. OLDHAM (North Perth): It is en-
tirely unnecessary for me to say I intend
to support in ita entirety the abolition
of this duty. The Committee and the
country ought to sincerely thank the
member for East Fremantle (Mr.
Holmes) for the insight he has given us
into the butchering trade. I understand
the hon. member to say that the people
of Perth will shortly be able to get beef
at 21d. per lb.

MR. HoLMES: Not retail. That, is the
cost at Freinantle.

MR. OL~DHAM : If meat can he had at
21d. per l13., we, will hafve a.time such m,
we never had before. In IselbourneI at
any rate, the ipeople are able to buy m1eat
ait 21d. per lb.

MR. HOLME-S: Not retail.
MaR. OLDHAM: Yes, retail; because I

have bought it myself.
Ma. Hot~Es: You could not buy it now.
.AR. A. FORREST:; The member for North

rerth is better off now than when he paid
2-1d. per lb. for beef in Melbourne.

Mat. OLDHAM: I was a. working,
mnechanic when I paid that price in Mel-
bourne-

MaR. A. FORREST: And now you are a
master.

MR. OLDHAM-. A mechanic in Mel-
bourne, at the time I speak of, was bettor
off than a. mechanic in W.A. at the nresent
time.

Mn. MORAN: When was that in Mel-
bourne?2

MR. OLDHAM: Seven years ago,
Mn. MORAN : No doubt : tbose were the

good old times.

Ma. OLDHAM: I suppose the Com-
mittee and the country will accept the
miember for East Fremantle as an au-
authority on the beef trade. He knows all
about the pastoral industry, the retail
trade and the wholc-ale trade, connected,
as he is, with the meat trade in its en-
tirety. He has told the Committee that
undier present odiiLons1 iL is impoa&s-e
to sell mueat in tis town at less than 6d.,
7d., and 84. per lb. Did the hon. member
not say that?

MR. HOLMES: Yes.
Mx. OLDHAM: Then, that statement

is one great argument for the reductioL.
of this particular duty-no, not for a re-
duction, but for the entire abolition oi
the duty. In answer to an. interjection
of mine, the Premier, in his speech,
stated that the duty which he proposed
to retain on this meat was equal to 12
per cent., the duty previously being equal
to 23 per cent. How does that tally
with the argument of the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans), who wants to
make out that the reduction wi., make
no difference to the conaumersi

MR. MoaoANa: It is quite clear.
Ma. OLDHAM: We are told that 25

per cent. means only I. per lb., and yet
the miember for Coolgardie says it will
not make the slightest difference to the
consumer. The member for East Fre-
mantle (Mr. Holmies) has proved very
conclusively that, if meat cannot be sold
here for less than 6id., 7d., and 8d. per
pound, this country is not adapted for
toe production of meat. if the country
is not adapted for the production of
mecat, let us give the people something
to eat at a, fair and reasonable price, and,
b y that means, prevent the present exodus
from the colony. The object of the
Premier in rearranging the tariff as he has
done is, in the first place, the reduction
of the burdens on the people, and, at
the same time, the increase of the re-
venue. But surely if that be the object,
lie could have gone a, better way about it,
and not have interfered with the tariff
ait all. I am in faivour of a, reduction,
of the tariff, but still I think the Pre-
mtier has altogether failed in his duty.

A little time ago, a deputation waited on
the Premier in reference to the duty on
mlen's, women's, and children's clothiane
and I suppose it is in answer to that
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deputation that he has Row increased
the duty on apparel to 15 per cent. ad
vetlorem. I can quite understand that
tho Premier wants to protect that in-
dustry, because, as he has told us, he has
been a. protectionist all his life, to a, cer-
tamn extent, of course. But how can that
be a protectionist duty when an impost
of 25 per cent, is put on meat, and only
15 per cent. ad valorem on the product
of a manufacturing industry 2 Has it
not been proved conclusively by the bon.
member for East Coolgardie, that the duty
on cattle is really 75 per centI

Mat MonoANs: On the original cost
price

MR. OLDHAM: On the original cost
price, the duty is 75 per cent.

Mnt. MonaaNs: Not on what it cost at
Fremantle.

MR. OLDHAM: And when the cost of
transit, feeding, anid other charges are
considered, it is much more than. 76 per
cent.

Tain Pnnmznn: I made a mistake wheli
I said it was 12 per cent. The present
duty is 12 per cent., and the reduced
duty will be 6 per cent.

MR. GEORGE: Yon said 6 per cent. was
a fair duty.

Tim PttnueR: Ye%: but the reduced
duty would be only 6 per cent., and the
hon. member's statement as to 25 per
cent. should not be allowed -to go forth.

MR. (ThDRNM: At thle present time I
cannot accept the Premier's explanation:
he said 12 per cent., nad I will stick to
that figure.

TH-u Panamam: You can read for Your-
Self.

MaL. OLDHJAM: Very well, I will verify
the figures; but I am not going to do it
TIOW.

Tun; PanEaif: On a £,12 10s. bullock it
is 6 per cent. Tlwelve per cent. is the
present duty.

Ma. OLDHAM: And the previous duty
was 25 per cent.

THjE PREMIER: No, the present duty is
30s.

MR. OLDHAM: I ay that the member
for East Coolgardie wag right, when he
said the duty was 75 per cent.

MR. MORGANS: You are entirely wrong .
ThRE Pas~ult: The original cost. is no-

thing;y it is the cost of landingD it here.

MR. OLDHAM: The Premier says the
orignai cost has nothing to do Nvith it,
but I will show him that the original cost
has somnethingr to do with it. 'fake the
trade in which the member for the Murray
is engaged, and suppose for a moment
there is a duty of thirty per cent. ad va-
lorem on the goods he manufactures.
These goods are bought and shipued in
Melbourne, and can be packed in very
little compass, while they cost nothing
for feed-and attention; and yet, if the
samne proportion of duty was placed On
these goods, there is not an article in the
shape of ironwork which, On. coming into
this country, would not be increased in
cost by a considerable percentage.

Ma. Gon caE: I cannot work that out.
You have to pay on the price where you
buy the goods.

MR, OJLDHAM:- If the consumer is
going to get no benefit whatever from the
£9,000 reduction in duties, it would be
N great deal better for the Governient
to stick to the old duty.

A. VOSPER (North-East Cool-
giti-dic): Before this debate goes further
it ma-y be well to endeavour to clear tip
this. business in reference to the duty on
cattle. I have enquired from a, gentle-
man who is an acknowledged authority
in this House. the, hon. member for East
F lrenmantle (Mr. Hohizes,). and he tells Poe
thsa the irice, of a buillock at Wvndhami
is t6.

Mu11. HOLMES~: I make that Statemlent
on the authority of Mr. Connor, in giving
evidence before the Select Committec
n Tiok.

Ma. VOSPEX: If 30s. is not 25 per
cent. on X6, what is? If we assumne that
n. bullock comes from somewhere outside
the colony, the position is even wors4-.
f,' it will raise the duty to 75 per cent.
The duty on cattle is charged on the
Value Of the animal, and the actual value
of the animal is £6. The old duty was

3Nor 25 per cent. ;and half thakt dty
will be 1 2. per cent., which bears Out
what the Premier said.

TVHE CON3msi.KoYERn (IF RAILW.w,:
Ycu are rakinqv the primne cost .not the
cost at I reinantle.

MR. VOSPER: The cost at Fremantle
ha-.s nothing to do with it. The duty is
Pawr on the vahue of the. keast : not on
the freighIt and other charges. I con-
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tend that the Premier was right when he
sailI that the duty was 25 per cent. ; and
taking the lowest price obtained in this
colony at £6, 30s. on £6 is 25 per cent.
There is no getting behind figures. of that

MR. GEORGE (Mfurray): The lion.
imuber is falline into the error which

pec~ple do fall into who have to deal with
discounts. If £6 is the price of the hal-
boe- at Wvuhani. and 30s. is the duty,
the cost of the animal without the duty
would be £4 10s., and 30s. on that is
33 1-3rd ueLr cent.

'MR. KENNY (North Murohison): I
Slavte no desire whatever to detain the
Heuse on the question of freetrade and
protection, and the hundred and one
imtters that have been brought into the

deba-te. My position here is clear enough
to myself. I caine to this House pledged
to a reduction or the abolition of the food
duties, and, so, long a" I m here, I shall
endeavour to carry out my pledge. I amn
more than astonished at the Government
coming down to the House with such
a, display as this, and asking the House
to accept it as a fulfilnment. of the promise
mnide to the Hause in the Governor's
Speech. I have scanned this tariff very
carefully, and I can only see one article
ot food where the duty has been entirely
swept away, and that is on oatmeal,
There are some half a, dozen other items
manrked free of duty, signifying that the
duty has% been swept awvay from those.
But I can scarcely think the Government
can expect. this side of the House to be-
lieve that bulls. for stud purposes, cows
for breeding purposes, honses for stud
purposes, mares for breeding purposes,
rams for stud purposes, ewes for breeding
purposes, and calves and foals under the
,age of six months, can come within the
range of food duties.

Tus Connissxoyxa or RAILWAYS:
They are on the present tariff.

4R. KENNY: I am alluding to the re-
duction and the abolition of the food
duties, and I have yet to, learn that these
are what can be conscientiously called
focd duties. The Premier has been some-
what annoyed at what he terms want or
cot-rtesy and politeness on the part of bon.
members in addressing the members on
the Treasury benches ; and I can only Sri)

that if some of the members on this4 side

of the House have taken the gloves off for
the, nonce, one can scarcely be surprised
at it. For my part I look on this eveningI
in fact the whole of this sitting, as having
been a waste of time. The Premier wyes
N!lly aware, when he came into the House,
that he had behind him a strong majority
to Carry the tariff which has been placed
before us. I ask is it any wonder that we
shculd feel annoyved and become indignant
%%lben these sort of things are going on, and
tht, public time is being wasted? It would
have been far better if the Premier had
onic downu a nd sai d, "We have gone cate-

Filly into this tariff, aid we find that with
ourv superior management we have con-
ceived aL very healthy baby, and we wvish
the country to do its share of nursing."
I feel I am endorsing the opinions of every
oiw. at least on the Opposition side of the
-llouse, We recognise the very healthy
baby in the formn of the big deficit which
the Government have created, and we wish
the Government joy with it, but we wishi
then, particularly to understand that we
have no desire to sct as wet nurses
to any such progeny. I have no de-
sire to pose as aL Stuart Mill.
or display such a wonderful amount of
knowledge in regard to the question of
the tariff as has been displayed by the intel-
ligent members on the Treasury benches;-
bur I am prepared to make a statement
tha, I will carry out, and it is this:. It is
quite possible to take the duty off meat,
bread, tea, sugar, and b)utter, to give the
working mian a free breakfast table, and
to so arrange the tariff as to increase the
revenue by £100,000 without pressing un-
dutly on the mass of the people. This
amendment of the tariff which the Gov-
ernment has brought down is no inure
than a tinkerin z with the tariff. An
effort has been made to serve a, certain
section, and forget the people to whom
mnost attention should have been paid.
An. appeal has been made to the gold-
fields members, and I am sure that apt-
peal was intended purely and simply for
the goldfields members sitting on the
Governmnent side, because that appemal
could not possibly have received %yin-
pathy from this side of the Rouse, as
the members on this side hare come here

Ipledg"ed to a reduction or the abolition
of the food duties, and we cannot afford
tnv forgret our pledges, It is not the
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go0ldfields people 'qvho have coomplained
soi bitterly about the high tariff, but if
they did they have plenty of reason to
do so, for, looking through the present
tariff, I can select 41 articles which a
selector or a digger w'ould require to fit
out a party on a, small scale, and out of
these 41 articles 31 have a duty of 15
per cent., four have a duty of 20 per
cent., and six a duty of 10 per cent.,
while the mining machinery which comes
in to assist the large companies to de-
velop their mines has hitherto been al-
lowed in free; or, in other words, while
we are asking working men to pay a
duty of nearly 30 per cent, on nearly
everything that is required on the gold-
fields, we permit a company introducing
machinery to the amount of £2,000 to
brinvg that machinery in and pay 5 per
cent. on £350 worth of that machinery. I
would be astonished and surprised at the
Government introducing a measure which
would meet with the approval of the
people, or which was intended to benefit
them in any way. The Government have
never failed to do all they can for one par-
ticular set in this community, while they
have entirely forgotten the masses. They
entirely forgot the, wage-eavrner and the
thousanads of men who are assistinu us to
build up and develop this large country.
1It is such matters as these that have been
hrought before us this evening, and wvhich

ice the Government in the unfortunate
position they occupy to-night, and which
compelled the Government, before they
came to the House with the Tariff Bill, to
hold a caucus meeting and secure a a-
jority : and to come to the House with
that majority chained, a~s it were, to the
leg of the chair occupied by the Premier,
and then to proceed with this miserable
farce of a debate. I feel it is only a
pity to waste the time of the country to
olseuqs this subjiect ny further.

Tn COMMISIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. F. H. Please): It was not my inten-
tion to deal with this subject, because
this is a question which formed part of
the policy of the Government. On hear-
iwe to-nhrhit so much said concerning the
capabilities of the country, it is only fair
to the stock-raisers to aive some facts
r-oncerninz the capabilities of the coun-
try. With regard to stock-raising, it
seems to me that those hon. members who

have spoken against the country's capabili-
ties have led the House to infer that the
country is not capable of producing stock,
hience the stock duty being taken off, and
stock being introduced free. I will show
by figures that the country is capable of
producing stock, and I will show members
that it is only a small portion of the stock
consumed in this country that is imported.
The statistics placed before the Rouse by
the Registrar General will prove that the
number of cattle slaughtered in the colony
last year was 39,643, and the number
imp6rted into the colony was 13,840, or
33 per cent, of the number wvhich have
been slaughtered. Consequently, that
will prove that 66 per cent, of our con-
sumption consists of the colony's own pro-
duction; showing that we have imported
,a very small proportion of the number
consumed. The number of sheep slaugh-
tered during the year was 486,588, of
which number we imported 117,972, or
only about 24 per cent, of the number
consumed; therefore a very large pro-
portlion, 368,616, was produced in the
colony. With regard to pigs, we find
the number imported was 7,895-again
26 per cent, of the number which has
been slaughtered, namely, 38,9388; there-
fore the colony has produced 31,043 of
the number slaughtered. I mention this
because it is so often said that we are not
able to produce the stock;: and, if we take
into account the great quantity of sheep
and cattle, being produced here, we will
see that, in a very short time, we shall
overtake the demand. I think the capa-
bilities of -this colony have been very much
under-rated, and I hone the House will
not agree to the abolition of the duty
Raked for by the member for East Cool-
gardie. Speaking on behalf of the Go-
vernment, I may say that, having de-
cided to reduce the duty to 15s., we shall
abide by that decision: but, speaking as
an individual, I would rather see the
stock duty remain at what it is at pre-
sent, namely, -309. per head. Personally
I think that, taking into consideration
the vast extent of country in the colony
which is capable of raising stock, we
should do all We can to encourage
the stock-producer. I wish to re-
fer to one other matter touched upon
to-nighit-that is the question of nrodue-
Hion generally. We find that. during last
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year, the increase in the land cleared and
under crop amounts to 65 per cent. ovtr
tile figures for 1896, the number of acres
winder cultivation 6Kin" 270,.)-.. We
produced of wheat daring 1890 243,92,4
bushels, and in 1897, 4O7,698 bushels, or
ant increase of 67 per cent. We also have
increases in other products--for instance.
potatoes, which, it is Said, cannot be pro-
duced in the colony. The potato crop
has more than doubled in quantity. The
increase, too, in ham aind bacon baa been
considerable. I mention these items be-
cause they are the items on which it is
proposed the duty should be entirely
abolished; and, when we come to refer to
the statistics which have been prepared,
we will find that, if a little encourage-
ment is only given to our agriculturists-
if we retain the present duties for a little
while longer-the local supply will over-
hike the demand. I am sure that, if only
a. reasonable timie is given, we shall soon
be producing sufficient for the consumfn-
tion of the people; but, if tfie duties are
taken off, and we continue to import in
[perpetuity, it will be a long tlime before
we shall have cheap food. The best
means we can adopt to secure cheap food
for the people is to continue the -resent
duties, and, if I had my own way, I would
not have taken off the duties from any of
the articles enumerated in the schedule.
because I real' believe that we should
benefit much more in encouraging the pro-
dUcer bv the retention of those duties. At
the sanme time, the Goverinment have de-
cided to keep their pledge, and propose
to reduce the duties to the extent of some-
thing like Y,45,000. This mnould cer-
tainly be an advantage to the consum-
ing public, and it will no, doubt be ap-
preciated; because, after all, although
it hats been said the public wvill not benefit
by these reductions, we can prove, by the
experience we have had of recent reduc-
tions of duty, that the public do and will
benefit. I hope to see that the reduc-
tions now 'being made will be followed
by a corresponding advantage to the con-
sumer.

MRl. WALLACE (Yal1goo): Recollect-
ing the promise the Premier made to
this House when we discussed the food
duties last session, I must say it is very
regrettable indeed that he should now
come before us with such a. tariff as this,

which ha endeavours to make hon. imem-
hers believe is d&awn up in the interests
of working men. The inconsistency or
that statement is clear to anyone perus-
ing this schedule. Had the Premier come
forward and said that the state of the,
finances did not permit of any reduction,
he would have had a better reception, and
would ha-ve given more satisfaction.
The question of profits and losses has
been so ably discussed that there is no-
thing for me to say. Among the argu-
ments. in favour of the total abolition of
this duty, none 'was more effective than
that of the member for East Fremantle
(Mr. Holmes), and no greater proof of
the 'crrectness of his statements could
be obtained than by watching the vary-
ing expressions of the features of the
mnember for West Kimberley (Mr. A. For-
rest), while he was speaking. It was
really painful for that hon. member to
hear the truth. There is no doubt that
the hon. member (Mr. Holmes) has given
the Committee some trade secrets, and,
in revealing those secrets, haa told us
positive truth about the situation, and
we are now in a position to Wsee where the
evil lies, and the remedy we must apply
to eradicate that evil The Commis-
sioner of Railways objects to hon. menm-
bars saying that the country is not cap-
able of producing food supplies. That
was not said at all.

-Tas Coisscoxsu or' RAILWAYS:-
1L has been said by a great inany-thatt
lhe country was not suitable for their pro-
diution.

Ma. WALLACE: I will prove to you
tl.af. you have nut a wrong construction
on what was said. It has been said, and
itc is clear to everybody, that in the pre-
sent circumstances of the colony, owing to
tlic unfortunate disease with which the
cattle in the East Kimberley district are
afflicted, we are not canahle of producing
sufficient stock, to supply our markets.
B3 1; the Commissioner of Railways dis-
tin~ctly says that we are ca1)able of plro-
ducinz themi . and, if that be so, I contend
it is one of the best arguments for
tha abolition of the stock tax, inasmuch
as if we are cap able of producing a suffi-
cient supply for our own purpose, we need
nit' fear otstid e comp et iti on.

TH:E COmisioNER OF RAILAxrs
Youi must encourage the homne market by

Bevision qj' Tariff.
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duties until you arc able to produce in
sintlicient. quantities.

Ma. WALLACE: I anm following up
your remnarks. You say we can produce.
i say, if we can produce, then support the
ame11ndment for the abolition of the duty;
lor, if we are in a, position to supply the
market, we need fear no foreign competi-
tion. 'rho generosity of the Premier be-
comes apparent in comparing the duty on
live stock and dead mneat. The duty on a live
beast is 15s., whereas for a frozen caruase
tiv: rate is Z2 6s. 10d., nd for a salted or
oured carcase, L1 Is. 3d. That does not
lojl& as if the hon. gentleman desired to
extend to the working man. the assistance
of which. lie spoke this evening. He i s
sbmzply. blindfolding the working 'ban and
thie mem boe of thi s Rouse also. That th is
iso is also glaringly apparent, when we

consider the duty on imported sheep. We
have live sheep admitted at Is. 3d. per
head or Id per lb., whereas the frozen
sheep would cost 1lid. per 1b. and the
salted sheep 4d. a lb. If the Premier
thought it well to adinit mneat free, winy
does ho not make it all free, or at leatl
inaks a, proportionate reduction all round !
But, on the contrary, the live animali,
which may introduce all sorts of diseases,
is allowed to come in at about one-third
of the rate imposed on dead meat, which
i: free front all disease. When the meutn-
I~tvr for Al bany m-oved the reduction of 5,..,
I was at once tempted to foliow' him and
move a still further reduction ; 'but, to mny
agreeable surprise, the member for East
Colgardie moved the abolition of the duty,
aid I congratulate that bon, member on
his desire to lower the price of meat, and
i intend to give him my support: and I
hope every bon, member will consider the
matter from the fair and reasonable point
of view of the member for East Cooleardie,
and not allow the few% pastoralists of the
colony to enrich themselves at the ev-
pense of the masses of the people.

TPOE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL.
WAYS:. I may explain that, when I com-
menced to speak aL few minutes agoi I
took u- the wrong~ sheet of paper. The
figures 1 should have quoted are as fol-
low:. The cattle oroduced in" this colony
for the vest' 1896 numbered 199,793, and
for 1397. 244,971, showing, an increase of
4.5,1 7 8-an advance of 22.61 per cent.-
upon the previous year, thus proving

that the colony does produce a large nuim-

ber of cattle.
11n. HIGHAM (Frenmantle): I rise to

support the amendment of the member
for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) ; and,
although it may seem slightly inconsis-
tent for ma, an avowed protectioi4 , to
support a proposal of this kind, still, I
think I can prove my) consistency in this
matter. So far as the squatters and
pastoralists of this colony axe concerned,
I do not think this particular duty is
necessary, or that its abolition will do
them any injury whatever. So far as
this affects them, or the meat they are
likely to have, not only during the next
few years but for a very considerable
period, they will be abl)e to sell it ata
very fair price, stock tax or no stock taw.
I think there are other means by which
we can compensate them for the protec-
tion of which they will be deprived by
the passage of this amendment. Vrery
shortly we shall be resuming the discus-
sion of the Land Bill; and one of its
provisions proposes to give to pastoral-
isqts an extension of their lenses, a coin-
miderable increase in their privileges, and
a substantial reduction in their rents;
mid, when thiese pronosals come before
us, I ha-ve no doubt that a, majority of
miembers will be prepared to give them
favourable consideration, And, apart
from that, I think this House, in the fut-
ture, am in the past, will be prepared to
deal liberally with them in every way that
will tend to the development of their in-
dustry. We have done what. we could in
the past to establish effective stock routes
for them; and we are prepared to do
still more to enable them to bring their
stock down to th4 southern markets,
economically and without undue risk.
And I think, if we grant the squatters
and postoralists these advantages, they
may reasonably forego the measure of
protection which they have hitherto en-
joyed. It mnay be argued. and argued
rightly, that this industry has been sub-
jected to miany ills in the past. It has
had to contend with droughbts, "willy-
williez/' and possibly, at certain periods,
with bad markets: but. so far as; the ha, t
iten is concerned, they have not expieri-
enced that disadvnntmwe for a very 1oaiz
period. I know sometninr of the sub-
jeet. and I can state that for a. very long

Revision qf Tarif, 1263



1264 Customs and Excise Dufties:. [ASSE3MBLY.- Revision of Tar-qI

period very little fat stock fit for the
market has been brought down here
which has not realised 44,d. per pound -
and while they can obtain a sum like that
-which, stock tax or no stock tax. is
fairly guaranteed-I think they may well
forego the protection that has been ai-
forded them ; more esp~ecially ms the
Legislature of this tolony is ever desirous
or affording them facilities in other wars
by subsidising steamers, opening stock
routes, providing wells, and doing aill we
possibly can to hell). We have heard a
g-reat deal about the benefit derived fronm
the abolition of these duties going to the
middlemen and the butc-hers. If the
proposal that emanated from the Minis-
try were carried, the advantage, resulting
front these small reductions certainly
would go to those middlemen and those
master butchers, whereas the total aboli-
tion of them would, I hope, and have very
goodo reason to believe, result in benefit
to the consumer.

Ma. ILLINOWOETH: Never.
MA. HIGHEAMLI: The member for Cen-

tral Murchison says "never," but I do not
think he knows quite so, much about the
subject as I do. If the abolition o4 the
duty would not have the effect of reduc-
ing the price of meat, there is certainly
in that particular trade H lack of such
competition as should bring the rates to
their proper hearings. Mforeover, if the
butchering trade of this colony is in such
:L position that it defies competition, it
l~choves all interested-and this Legis-
lature in particular--to evolve some
means of overcoming what is really a
nienace to the welfare of the community.
The real solution of this difficulty will be
thb institution of public abattoirs and the
encouragement of wholesale ient. sales-
men, who will bring about a. systemn of
grnal retail meat salesmen, and these not
having to 'Pay the heavy exu~enses which
the butchers now incur, will be able to
sell meat to people at prices far lower
than those now paid. Anyone who has
looked into, this subject must realise that
the butcheringr of this colony is carried on
under a_ most extravagant system, and
with %. direct object. by a small1 number
of persons, simply because they do not
desire to see the introduction of the
method I advocate. I believe, that the
introduction of frozen meet into this

colony would be a real menace to the pas-
toralists. I am quite prepared to do
atway with the stock tax, but I should nor
like to see the frozen meat tax reduced
below id., and if the premier sees fit to
reconsider his decision on that subject I
will be only too glad to support him. I
support the abofltion of the stock tax.
b~ecause I do not believe it will be any
mtenace or detriment to the pastoralists-
of this colony, and total abolition will be
a benefit to the consumer, for t'he sum
a-ill be a tanmgible amount, so that compe-
tition will induce butchers to give their
customers the benefit of it. I do not
think it necessary to go into the tariff at
this stage, but there are, certainly many
items open to remark, more especially
that of soap, on which an absolutely pro-
hibitive, and I m ay say absurd, duty has
been placed. I leave these items to be
discussed seriatim. I believe that if the
stock tax be abolished the community
will get the benefit of it, and the result
Will be felt in outside places which frozen
meat can never reach.

MR. CONOLLY (Dund as): The ques-
tion of these food duties has, I think.
be en approached by the Government with
a sincere desire to meet the requirement
which has been expressed loudly by the
people of this colony, both outside the
House and through their members inside,
and I think the. nction taken is in the
right direction. Still, there are two main
quiestions 4vhich members will have to ask
themselves. One has reference to, the
financial condition of the colony, which
bears directly on the revenue, and the
other is the question of reducing the food
ditties for the purpose of cheapening the
cost of liv ing. Although I have always
1,crn ain atdvocate for a reduction of the
food duties, and there has been a very'
load outcry throughout the larger por-
tiong; of the colony. I have never con-
sidered that the high cost of domestic
life has been really due to the price of
food. In my opinion the high cost of liv-
ing is due to entirely different and inde-
Deldent sources, and I think they have
been mentioned in the course of the even-
tng. The main one is; the amount paid
iii rent. It must be obvious to everyone
who knows the domestic conditions of the
neoplo, living in Perth, that house rents;
have been a. very large and impor-fint fatc-
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tor in the high cost of living. It does not
affect single men who have come here
w, ithout family burdens so much as it does
the married portion of the population
and those who may be disposed to bring
their families over. Still, if there is one
food duty which I have strongly advo-
cated sh~ould be reduced, it has un-
doubtedly been that having reference to
meat) and I have taken the course in
common with other members represent-
ing both coastal and goldields, constitu-
encies, because I recognise with them
that meat is one of the staple foods of the
people of this country.

Ma. MONGER:- And everywhere else.
MR. CONOLLY: And, as the hot. mem-

ber says, everywhere else I am pleased
to see the Government have taken this
step and brought in a proposal which
certainly represents a very substantial re-
duction in the meat duty. But I also
think that if this duty were still further
reduced it would undoubtedly be a bene-
fit to the people, and would not be a. very
severe injury to the producers. The
member for East Colgardie, has brought
forward a proposition, which I think I
shall support, not only because it will re-
duce the food duties, but also because, if
we look at those duties from a revenue
statndpoint, we are not really bound to
those duties to obtain an increase of our
revenue. Wec could obtain from other
sources, which the Government have notf
seen fit up to the present to resort to,
even a larger amount of revenue than
the abolition of the food duties would
involve.

Ma. MITHELL: Name them.
Mu., CONOLLY: These sources have

been mentioned by other member;, but
I have much pleasure in repeating them.
One. source would he an all-round revenue
duty.

Tim Pmnan: We have that already;
let us have an item.

Ma. CONOLLY: I think a small duty
might be placed on tea, and also on sugar
and kerosene, and a lot of other things
which the Premier must know of without
askingZ me.

THE Pxma: - These go into the bomes
of the poor man just the same ais other
articles.

bKR. CONOL[LY: In any case they would
not be much felt, especially in the matter

of ke rosene, which is not an, article of
food. And there are other items on
which the duty might be increased, and
I am surprised at the Premier asking me
what they are, because he must know
of them himself.

Ts PaBMnu: I really do not know,
and I am enquiring from you.

11a. CONOLLY: An absentee tax
would undoubtedly be a source of some
revenue.

Tax Penumn: There is not an. absen-
tee tax in any part of Australia yet.

Ma. CONOLLY: I dare say there are
not many portions of Australia in exactly
the same financial position as Western
Australia. I merely suggest these. items,
which I think in all probability will meet
the approval of other members of the
House and of people outside. I shall have
much pleasure in supporting the amend-
ment of tbe member for East Coolgardie.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R
WV. Pennefather):- Until I heard' the last
speaker, I had determined not to say any-
thing. When I hear such inconsistent
arguments urged by the same member,
it is beyond humian. endurance to sit still
and listen. We start with the, proposi-
tion that it is absolutely necessary in
order to carry on the Government
that revenue must be provided. Every-
one must agree to that ;and the
next point is that the Government last
session pledged itself to propose a reduc-
tion of some of the food duties, and the
proposals of the Gvernment in that direc-
tin are now upon the, table of the Rouse.
Hon. members now seek to change the
position altogether, end say: "No, we do
not want a reduction, we want an aboli-
tion." The Government never pledged
itself to an abolition of the duties, and
bon. members know that full well. Those
who now urge that the Government ought
to abolish the duties on food products
miust know that they are not acting ac-
cording to the conviction of their own
minds.

MR. LEAn:; The promise was to reduce
some of the duties and abolish others.

THE ATTORNEY WIENEB AL: Hon.
members must bear in mind that a new
difficulty is to be met. One bon. member
gets up and in plaintive language tells
how these rapacious butchers are robbing
the public, and although he has made as
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much as £9200 within a couple of
days or a week out of the same
unfortunate public, be says, "For God's
sake abolish the duties, so as to
prervent us eatning that money." Do
hon. members believe that? Is there not
something behind? I Ts that argument not
urgeo for another purpose foreign
altogether to this deuntel The time will
arrive when it will come out in its true
colours. One hon. member sugg ests that
there should be a tax on kerosene, It is
true that people do not drink kerosene,
blit it is a commodity which people re-
quire, and is just as necessry as food.
And, then again, it is sugg ested that there
should be a tax on tea. and sugar. If the
duty is to be taken off meat and spread
over these commodities, what particular
section of the community would the thariff
hit? The consumers generally are poor
men.

Ma. CoNoLLY: There are plenty of
other things whiob I did not mention, but
which might be taxed.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Government proposes to reduce the stock
tax nearly 5U per cent.

THEPFaa uza: Fully 50 per cent.
Tm ATTORNtf GENERAL: Bit

hon. members regard that as not enough,
and urge the Gov'ernment to wipe away the
duty altogether. The next thing the Oov-
emninent will be asked to do will be to
wipe t_ e duties off everything that is con-
sumed; but if that were done how could
the Government carry on the country?1
For some reason or other some hon. mem-
bers want to air oninions which they know
at-a utter and absolute nonsense, and would
not be addressed to a sane Assembly, ex-
cept, it mav be, because they are looking
to con-;ituents they dare not offend. I
hone, therefore, some hon. members will
stand up and utter sentiments which will
stand the light of common sense. I have
much pleasure in supporting, the proposal
of the Goverum-nt.

MRs. B. C. WOOD: It is generally my
mnisfortune to sneak very bite in the even-
ing, and I shall have to confine my remarks
to a very few, words indeed. I do not in-
tend to sunr'ort the amendment of the
member for East Coolpardie, because I
think the tariff proposed by the Govern-
mont a ver yfair one. 1 look unon itin the
light of a compromise, involving as it does

a. reduction of 50 per cent. in the duty on
lire stock. I should not object to wiping
that duty off altogether, if I thought the
consumer would benefit; but I feet that
the consumer would not benefit at all, be-
cause then £1.8,000 a year would go into
the pockets of the butcher and the
middleman.

MR. ILLIYWORTH: If that be so, why
not keep the whole duty on?

MR. B. C. WOOD: It is a Government
coinpromise.

Ma. Voasa: According to you it is n
useless compromise.

'Ma. HoLmvs:- Why does the hion.
miember for West Perth (Mr. Wood) not
start a butcher's shop?

MR. WOOD: We cannot all be
butchers.

MR, HOLVES : No, you know better than
t) be a butcher.

Mn. WOOD: My idea, is that under pre-
sent circum stances, a. man cannot enter
the butchering trade under a capital of
£5.,000 or £6,000 : and that is a good ren-
%on why the trade remains in the hands of
a. few moneyed people, who naturally try
to keep uip the price of meat. I do not
thinK the consumer wvill feel the benefit of
thts reduction of the duty on frozen meat,
and I think that its being reduced to id. a
pound will make the price of meat cheaper.
I have always maintained that the reduc-
tion or abolition- of the stock tax or the
7ibolition of the duty on flour will not in-
terfere with the p~rice of the article. I
look on this, tariff to-night as a cornpro-
mise that 1 feel I can accept. When we
came to the q uesation of the duty on frozen
mieat, I do not say I will not support a
further reduction of it to id. a lb. We
hav2, it on the authority of the hon. mem-
he:r for East Fremantle (Mr. Holmes) that
frozen meat is landed here for 21d. a lb..
bin then he says that it will cost 100 p~er
cent. for distribution ; that brings the

Iprice of frozen meat up to 5;d., which
is within Id. a lb. of the pric-e of fresh
meat, because we are told that fresh
meat is being sold at 6d., 7d., and
8ai per lb., and I say that no one
w.1l eat frozen meat when they can get
frerh meat for J d. per lb. more than froz-ii
meat.

MRt. HoLNes": I said chilled meat.
MR. WOOD: There is not much

difference.
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IMa. Hor~s:- There is a lot of difference.
Y'ot do not understand it.

MR. WOOD: Whether I understand it
or not, the hon. member shows that frozen
mneat can be obtained for 51d. per lb.
TVhat is the present price, and the price of
fresh, meat is 6d. a lb. which is within 10.
of the price of frozen meat. I say that no
une will eat frozen meat when they
can get fresh meat. I would not
feed a. dog on frozen meat, if I had a dog
II had any respect for. The dog would
cat it for a fortnight, but I do not think
h. would do it any longer than. that.

MA. A. Fousmz r: Would he die?
An. WOOD: I say I would not feed a

dog on it. This is an all-round reduction
in the duties, and I feel mtat this tariff is
better than most members expected. 1
thought that there would be a duty
placed again on kerosene, sugar and teat.
If the GOvernment can see their way to
recoup the revenue out of the few items
that have been increased, that shows that
they will do very well. 1 shall not say
mo~re on the subj ect. I shall support the
tariff as proposed by the Government.

MR. MONGER (York): I think the
time of the House has been sufficiently oc-
cupied with the debatte, and I move that
the question be now put.

T Hx Pamaisa: No9; the Chairman will
put it without that.

Amendment (Mr. Moran's) -aut, and dli-
vision taken with the following result t -

Ayes .. .. .. 15
Noes ... .. . 0

Majority against 5
Ayes.

Mr. Coaly
MAr. Ewing
M1r. George
M1r. Hall
Mr. Holmes
Mr. fligwortb
Mr. Kenny
SNir. Lake
A Ir. Mon
Mr. Oldham
Mr. Solomon
SAfr. Vosner
Mr. SWalIa'08
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Higham

(Teller)

Noes.
Hon. S. Burt

Mr. Connor
Mr. Doherty
Sir Jlohn Forresi
Mr. A. Forrest
Ur, Bloobey
Mr. Kingsm ill
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Locke
Mr. kMitchell
M-%r Monge.
Mr. Morgan.
Mr. PenneY ather
Mr' Piesse
Mfr Quinlan

I ir J. Lee steere
Mr. Throsqell
Han. H. W. Venn
Mr. Wood
Mr. Bubble (elr

Amenjdment thus negatived, and the
first item (cattle) passed.

Items--Horses, Pigs, Sheep-agreed to.
Items free of duty-Nos. 5 to 11--

agreed to.
item-Apparel-agreed to.
Item-Bricks (building), 16s. per thou-

sand:
Ma. MONGER moved, as an am end-

ment, that the amount be reduced by i4a.
The Committee would recollect a. recent
debate on this question, when the House
decided that it was unnecessary to in-
crease the duty on bricks. The present
duty of 20 per cent. on a supposed value
of 30a, meant a return to the revenue of
6s. per thousand. That was quite suffi-
cient, but he would press his amendment,
to gauge the opinion of the Cornmzitte.

THE PaEIERs: The duty on bricks
at the present time was 20 per cent. Did
the hon. member wish to reduce it?

Ma. MONGER: It was 6a. before: and
this amendment would make it is.

AR. LFAXE: If the amendment were
pressed, he would support it; but the
hon. member might well have moved to
strike out the duty, which had no doubt
been put in the schedule with a view of
abeolutely prohibiting the importation of
bricks&

TaE PREMIERn: Not at a11. A duty of
~sa. would not do, that.
Ma. LEAKE: Whatt with the freight

aind all the rest of it, this was simply in-
tended as a blow at one particular build-
ing now being erected.

MR. HALL: Nonsense.
Ma. LEA RE: Yes: and the hon. mem-

ber was the party who was dealing this
blow.

MR, HALL: That building had nothing
to do with the question.

MR, LEARE:- That was most interest-
ing. The bon. member directed the
policy of the Government with regard to
bricki!. In the hope that the Committee
would not inut tin with s;uch taiCtics. he
would sunTnort the amendment.

MR. HIGHAM: The colony- contained
all the materials necessary .for making
bricks, and we had the labour. We cer-
tainlv ought to afford to those engage
in the brickmatking industry aill the pro-
tection they desired.

Ma. MORAN: It was proposed to kill
the very industry we could carry on in
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this colony. The member for York
(Mr. Monger) was extending his freetrade
principles altogether too far. We could
make bricks as good as those produced
in Melbourne, and he (Mr. Monger) was
prepared fto, 'see the industry that had
been carried on in and around Perth
stifled.

MR. LYALL HALL: An attempt was
being made in this House by professed
freetraders to draw a red herrring across
the trail, by sufgesting that this duty
was imposed for the, purpose of doing in-
jury to the Bank of New South Wales.
Such an insinuation was unworthy of any
member. He believed if it had been any
building but a bank in question, the ob -
jections raised would not have been
brought forward. Some hon. members
had overdrafts, and did not dare to Sc..
cede to any proposition which would have
the effect of takdng money out of the
pockets of these wealthy institutions.

MR. LEAKE: As the observations just
made were apparently directed 't him,
members might be interested to know
that he did not bank at the RBank of New
South Wales. If he did he should cer-
tainly (have an overdraft.

MR. GEORGE: Such questions as
wvhether a -man had an overdraft might
just as well be set J aside. He trusted
that the duty of 15s. per thousand bricks
would be left on. We had in Western
Australia as good clay for making bricks
as could be seen in any 'other part of the
world he had been in. Machinery and
men were now in the colony, and a really
good brick could be made. It fwas pos-
sible that as good a brick could not be
made in Western Australia as in North-
cote, in Victoria, but we could make as
good a brick as was wanted here. The
hest thing to do was to assist those upon
whom we were trying to live, because we
were like the fleas in the old song-"Bi2
fleas and little fleas" and so on-and all
lived on one another. No doubt trouble
in the brick -trade, the foundry trade, or
any other trade, was a. source of revenue
to the legal profession, the members of
which should allow the men engaged in
those trades to have a chance of living.

Ma. MORGlANS: In a division which
recently took place the member for the
Murray (Mr. George) was on the side of

freetrade, and now he was strongly on
the side of protection.

MAf. GEoRGE said he wvas on the side
against the stock tax.

MR. MORGANS: That meant the same
thing. The member for the Murray then
wanted the stock tax taken off, and now
he wanted a. prohibitive duty put on
bricks. The member for North-East
Coolgardie pointed out that in the mat-
ter of duties we must have regard to the
original price of the article; and if the
oniginal price of bricks be taken at 30s.
or 26s. a thousand, the duty meant 50 or
60 per cent on the original cost. The
discussion which took place some time
ago on this question of bricks did not do
the House any credit. The question
should not have been brought up at all,
aind it was a strange coincidence that the
matter should have been brought lip at a
time when a question affecting the Bank
of New South Wales was on the carpet.

Ma. L. HALL: That was only a coin-
cidence. He would do the same thing
again in regard to any other institution
or private person.

MR. MORGANS said he did not be-
lieve the question was brought up simply
Because this particular bank was involved,
but at the same time the coincidence was
a strange one. It was to be regretted
that Parliament should be used for the
purpose of raising questions of this sort.
If an institution was, prepared to im-
port bricks and pay the duty, it was not in
accordance with the dignity of the Rouse
that a question should be raised about it.

MR. KENNY said he believed in pro-
tecting the industries of the colony; and
while he was a strong advocate for the
abolition of the food duties, he would sup-
port the brick-making industry and foun-
dry works, which kept a, large number of
men in employment. He would support
the amount on the list.

MR. LYALL HALL said he had no
overdraft at the Bank of New South
Wales. He had never banked there in
his life, and he was not interested in any
brick-makina company.

MR. OLDHAM: Although a protection-
ist, he was going to oppose this duty on
bricks, becausfe it was ibsolutelv un-
necessary. The machinery of this coun-
try was being degraded, fo r the purposes
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of doing something in connection with
one particular institution.

THE PREMIER: All1 the bricks had been
imported for that bank, he expected.

MR. Ha : It was the contractor, not
the bank.

MR. iLLiGWORril: Then w'by penalise
the contractorI

A. OLDHAM : There was certain work
in connection with buildings in this coun-
try which he would not construct with
bricks made in Western Australia. at the
present time.

Tme PREMIER: How was thatl Other
people would, at any rate.

Mn. OLDHAM: So other people might.
if he wanted bricks capable of carrying
weight; if he was going to build a pier
capable of sustaining a girder, and that
grder had to bear weight, it would not be

safe to use bricks manufactured in this
colony.

Tm, PRanuna: Then there were many
unsafe buildings in the colony. It was
nonsense. We knew better.

MR. OLDIHAM: There were architects
in the town who also knew better, Ithe
hon. member read their specifications he
would see that, when it came to weight-
carrying capacity, architects did not
specify locally-made bricks.

MR. GEORGE: What about Government
buildingsl

MR. IfoaaANs: Good bricks were made
at Coolgadie.

TER PREMIER: The Town Hall tower
bad stood a good many &toerm&

MR. OLDHAM: The price of the im-
ported article, by the time it got here,
was twice the price of the local article.
He had never known bricks delivered at
Fremantle at a lower price than S4 5s.
per thousand ; and, if the local article
could not compete with that price, it was
not worth producing.

MRt. GEORGE: Better import our build-
ings altogether from Melbourne.

MR. OLDHAM: Bricks had never been
imported for less than £4 5s. per thou-
sand.

MR. GEORGE: The hon. member, he
feared, was wrong there. How were the
charges made up? Bricks weighed'about
four tons per thousand, and the freight
was 6s. per ton.

ME- OLDHAMI: Was this a revenue-
producing or a protectionist tariff? II we

were going in for protection, let us put.
the whole tariff on a. protectionist basis;
but let it be either one thing or the
other. If the Premier was prepared to
go in for a protectionist tariff right up to
the hilt-to protect, for instance, the
bootmakers and clothiers-

THE Pnmxxa: They were protected
now.

MRt. OLDHAM: To what extentI
TnE PENGRnm: To a good big extent.
Mn. OLDJHAM: Not to one quarter of

the extent to which the squatter was pro-
tooted.

THE PRMIRn: ;fhe hon. member knew
nothing whatever about it; had not
looked into the question.

MR. OLDHAM: That was a nice argu-
ment. He would now tell the Pr-emier
what he had done. For three, months he
sat as president of a board of conciliation
between the bootmakera and their em-
ployers, and therefore he ought to know
something about it. The bootmaters
had not one quarter the amount of pro-
tection it was proposed to give to the
squatter.

THE PREMiER: There was 15 per cent.
on boots and shoes.

Ma. OLDHAM: And that did not re-
present one quarter of the protection it
was proposed to give to the squatter.

THE PRemiER: The duty on boots was
from l~s. to l89. a, dozen.

MR. Riomns: It was Is. 6d. a, pair on
boots sold at 4s. 9d.

MR. OLDHAM: The bootmakers of the
colony maintained that, with a reasonable
amount of protection, they could manu-
facture hundreds of thousands of pounds
worth of goods at present manufactured
outside the colony.

MR. Vospna: That was what all manu-
facturers said.

THE PREmLER: The duty on some sorts
of boots was Is. 6d. per pair.

Mn. HIQFIAM: And it was on the wrong
sort.

MR. OLDHAM: We were talking on
bricks; and this duty on bricks was en-
tirely unnecessary, either for revenue-
producing or for protectionist purposes.
If intended to be. protective, it would fail
in its object.

Tms Pnomxa: It would not produce
any revenue, or very little.
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MaR. OLDHAM: The machinery of the
House was being used for the purpose of
attacking one man, and that man had
no control over the matter. If the pro-
posed increase of duqy were agreed to it
would cost the contractor of the Bank of
INew South Wales 1650.

Tas PREMIER said he knew nothing
about that.

MR. OLDHA.M: Was it fair to mulct
thAi contractor in £160) damages 1

Tim PREMER: We could not consider
individuals like that.

MR. OLDHAM:- The statement by the
Premier that the increase of the duty
wouid not produce any revenue surprised
him.

Ta PREMIER: It might a little. Last
yenr we had £278, and this increase, of
duty would, if the same quantity of bricks
were, introduced, bring in £417.

MR. OLnRAs: The same quantity would
not be introduced.

'fn PREMIER: It was not expected-
Ma. QwDEaa: The proposed increase of

duty was absolutely unnecessary.
Tau PREMIER. There was a. division

on this question, if his memory served hima
aright, and it was resolved by, he thought,
a. very narrow majority, but still it was re-
solved-that an additional duty should be
placed upon bricks. ue did not know be-
fore that the institution referred to had
not finished its importation of bricks, but
he considered it only reasonable that in a
colony like this brickniaking should haive
some little protection. In Victoria. bricks
could be bought very cheaply, and they
were brought here at a very low price, so
he did not see why there should not be a
duty on them. The duty here had been,
he thought, about Os. or 7s. per thousand,
and we had doubled it. Those who wanted
these very good bricks were no doubt wil-
ling to pay for them. Surely we could
make bricks in this colony, and we ought
to encourage an industry which would
gi-v employment to the working men.
People who were always decrying the
colony and everything in it now thought
that we could not have a brick in it, and
that we must have all the"e different soils
from the different colonies; hut we could
make bricks. quite good enough for this
country, and he would not mind if we pro-
hibited those from other colonies alto-
gether, except some classes which we could

nfl maike herd, and ho would admit those
classes almost free. We imported enough
from other places, and it was time
we did something for ourselves. Brick-
making companies had all been in great
difficulty, and those people who wished to
use bricks from other places ought to pay
the duty. Local industries should be en-
couraged as far as possible. In regard
to the individual mentioned by a, member
of the oJpposition, he (the Premier) never
knew there was such a person. The con-
trscl had been completed, and the bricks
were here, hut if the bricks had not yet
arrived, then the importers would be in
the same position as a good many other
people. The member for East Fremantle
said he had made £200 last week, but
that only meant that ha had an advanta'se
wshere another man had naotj and 1;'iat
waas always the way when there were
changes in the tariff. The Government
did all in their power to encourage local
industry, and he hoped the item would he
retained,

MR. CONOLLY said he supported the
retention of the duty as laid down in the
Government proposal. This was not a
matter which would seriously affect the
people in any way, since it did not inter-
fere with the niesna. of livelihood. At
the present time it was not fair to ask
the Government to relinquish even a
small amount of revenue.

Ma. OLDHAM: £.200.
Ma. CONOLLY: If the amount was

not large, then not niany people would be
affected. Members on both sides of the
House fully realised that the Government
could not afford to lose any revenue at
the present time.

Ma. LEAKE : This duty would not bring
revenue, because it was prohibitive.

Ma. CONOLLY: It was not prohibi-
tive, and in any case it was not a duty
which would affect anybody seriously.

MR, WILSON said he could not see the
slightest need of the duty, wbich would
do no good to the brickmakers. The
bricks imported were brought to this
country for exceptional purposes, and last
year only £278 was derived frozb the duty
on this commodity. The imported bricks
cost between 70s. and 80s. per thousand,
while local bricks could he bought for
45s. per thousand. In such case what
was the good of putting on a duty of 15s.
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per thousand'i If it was desired to keep
bricks out of the country, importation
Shouid be prohibited at once.

'InasPl'mug: Ihat could not be done.
MR. WILSU% : At say rate, members

should know what the real intention Was.
If an article were protected, no revenue
could be hoped from a duty upon it, be-
cause the very essence of protection was
to prevent an article from coming into
the colony. If the Committee wecre dis-
cussing the revenue derived from food
duties, what had bricks to do 'with the
question 1

THE PREm IR: The Committee were
not now discussing food duties.

MR. WILSON: Was there not the pro-
mise of the Government to reduce the
rood dutiesI In any case, a&duty on bricks
would not give employment to one more
brickmaker in the colony.

THis PaEMIER: The duty would do no
harm.

Ma. LEAKE? 7it wats said by the P~re-
mier that this duty was to encourage local
industry, but if that principle were te be
ap~plied, why did the Premier reduce the
duties ons food or any other duty? Cattle.
and wheat were raised here.

THE Pasi : The duty was not
raised.

Ma. LEAKE: Here we found the Gov-
erment floundering again is the mire of
doubtful finance.

THE PREMIER: The bion. member said,
riiing the duty.

Kit. LEAKE: In one breath the Prne-
ruler was raising the duty, and in another
breath lie was reducing it. The Premier
told them in one breath that he wanted
to protect and encourage an industry, and
in another breath that he wanted revenue
and revenue only. He (Mr.Leake) believed
it was revenue that the Government
wanted, and what tas the use of putting
a prohibitive duty on anythingi This
item ought never to have been included
in the schedule.

THE Pasien: This House passed the
resolution to do it.

1MR. LEAKE: It was passed by at
maijority of one.

THa PREIEsRn: Hon. members were very
much interested about this for some
reason or Other ; he did not know why.

ME. A. FORREST said he intended to
support the proposals of the Government,

and it must colle with a sort of surprise
Lu membejtrs on this ide Of the House to
find the membper tor £%Orth P'erth (Mr.
Uidhaw) taking an active part in encour-
aging tan importation Of bricks when he
t(ir. tflhain) knew that there were
numbers oi brick factories here wanting
work. It must come as a shock t)
miembers on tis side when a aeptoer,
who claimed to be the representative
of working men, wished to eILiwur-
age the importation Of bricks. We knew
that bricks had been imported in whole.
sale quantities from the other colonies,
ana he hoped that it would go forth to
the working mien that the hon. member
wished to import bricks at the cost of the
labour of the country, and to stop the
Lakin- of bricks here. It apperdta
everything that a man wanted to eat, to
drink, to wear and to use, must be
brought fromn the other colonies.

Tun~ PuEMIER: That was it.
MR. A. 1"OL1{ES'r: There wvas a, locat

firm in this country which was afraid to
put on its labels, "Western Australia. '
That firm had itki name on the labels, but
w-as afraid to put where the article was
made, because the general public, Led
by men like the hon. member for North
Perth, wyould not buy it if the name of
"Western Australia" were placed upon it.

MR. OLDHAM said he rose to a point of
order. Was it fair for the hon. member
to say that men led by the hon. member
for North Perth would not buy anything
made in Western Australial

MR. A. FORREST: It was all very well
for the hon. member to rise to a point of
order; there was no point of order. He
wats addressing the House on the inmpor-
tation of bricks. The hon. memiber .on
previous occasions had been trying to
ruin a certain portion of the community,
and now he wished to ruin the working
men of the country-the men who had
put their money into these factories,
which employed a large amount of labour.
The hon. member came to this House as
their representative ; but he hoped they
w%,old reconsider their position, and
cease to look upon him as an advocate
of the rights of the working classes in
the House.

Ali. GEORGE: The Committee were
getting away from the subject-into what
he might call a heated atmosphere.
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(Mn. Vosin: Hot bricks.) The duty col-
lected last year represented the importa-
tiqa of about a million bricks; and an
order for a million bricks at the present
timie would make any brickmeker on the
Swan fancy himself in Paradise instead
of in W.A. The member for Coolgardie
(Air' Morgans) in his sarcastic manner,
had accused him (Mr. George) of incon-
sistency on thrts question, and had profes-
sed inability to, digest his remarks.

Ma. Yosi'zn: Because they were per-
fectly indigestible.

Mvn. GEORGE: What he had stated
with regard to the stock tax was quite
consistent with his present action. le
had said that he pledged himself, four or
five years ago, to its abolition, and he was
redeeming his pledges. But with regard
to protective duties on these other indus-
tries hie had not pledged himsgelf, and he
considered they ought to be protected. He
was not at all sorry that the Government
had won & victory over the stock tax.
As for the twaddle about gentlemen hav-
ing overdrafts and being amibe to get
their promissory notes discounted, that
was beneath the dignity of the House.
Flc moved that the question be now pt

Amendment (Mr. Monger's) put and
negatived.

Na. MONGER: Would the Premier
agree to reducing the item to 10s. That
would be a. trifle above the present duty,
and the Premier was, he understood, pre-
pared, at an early stage in the debate, to
agree to such reduction.

Tun PREMIER: It could not be done
now. The hon. member should have
asked him before.

Mat. MONGER moved, as an amend-
ment, that the amount Of item be reduced
to Il0s.

MR. GEORGE : Was the hon. member
in order in asking the Committee to re-
duce the revenue of the country?

THE CHAIRMAN: The amendment
was in order.

Amendment put and negatived, and
the itema passed.

Itemn-Cheese, 2d. per lb.,:
Mfn. LEAKE moved, as an amendment,

that the words; "2d. per lb." be struck out,
and the words "duty fr'ee" inserted in lieu
thereof.

THE PRIEMIER: Lust year we derived
X£ ,238 duty from this item, and the pro-
posal in the schedule would strike £4,000
off that amount.

M&. LEAKE: Cheese, presumiably, was
consumed by aft classes of the community.
Members were not satisfied that the pro-
mise to reduce some, of the duties and
abolish others had been carried out. The
only duty that had been abolished was
that on oatmeal; and was that carrying
out an express promise?

THB Pnnsuun: In South Australia and
Queensland the duty was 4d. per pound..

Mn. VospEu: They made cheese in
Queensland.

M1a. LEAKE : We were no,'t, legislating
for South Australia, but for ourselves. If
we reduced tile dJuty On Cheese we would
bie doing good to a. very large section of
Iha community, ad really not hurting
ourselves. This silly little Bill only re-
duced the'revenue by a paltry £45,000 a
year, and what was that out of a revenue
of £3,000,000.

Ttm Pnut: If the, member for
Albany had it, lie would not think it
paltry. We could not make the revenue
conic in. if it would not do so.

Ma. LE AKS: If the Premier had taken
the advice given him last year and reduced
the duties then, he would not have got
himself into such a big hole; and he
might have got out of the hole by using
these duties now as a stepping-stone.

On the motion of the PUBMun, progress
was reported, and leave given to sit agan.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11.50 p.m.

until the next Tuesday.

-C'.
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