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possessing a fair grasp of the country. I ) cardinal matters, as I may term them,

am impelled to say that it is the para-
mount duty of the old members of this
House to support any Government in
power, to give any Government a general
support, correcting the ignorance of
Ministers if they show ignorance, and
helping Ministers with such suggestionsas
we can hardly expect to oecur to them.
Many legislative and some public works
Eem]ects presenting themselves here must
quite new to the present or o any
future Premier. We are called a country
party. Let us be a country party, and
let that name be interpreted to mean
that our country is at all times before our
party, that we will ever labour to remem-
ber that we serve our party best when we
serve our country best. am giving no
set speech, but am uttering merely the
thoughts that occur to me, with a deep
love of my country and a deep anxiety to
see the best done for it. T reiterate, 1
conceive it to be my duty to give support
to any ivexperienced gdiniater, afwauys
maintaining my own independence, and
always observing that there must be a
cleavage. While I like the Government
to go my way T am nof quite such a fool
as to expect that they will always go with
we; but I do say, and I desire to say it
ublicly, that whether my friend Mr.
anson be in office, or whether it he my
friend Mr. James, our present Premier,
such experience as I have, if the Premier
of the day think it worthy of acceptance,
will be always at his disposal, not in the
interests of either the James Government
or the Nanson Government, but in the
best interests of our country, Western
Australia. (General applause.)

M=z. W. M. PURKISS (Perth) : Speak-
ing at this late stage of the debate I
intend to be brief. I do not purpose t.o
traverse or criticise the Governor's 8§
paragraph by paragraph, but shall se]ect
merely iwo or three leading items and
criticise them, as I hope my friends on

the Treasury bench will ultimately admit,’

in an honest and a wholesome fashion. It
seems to me that a number of blois are
to be found on the Speech, though I
intend to confine myself, as 1 have said,
to buot three of the onumber. One of
these three is a blot of commission, and I

consider it a grave blot indeed. The two |

other blots I may designate as blots of
omission. Before alluding tv these three .

standing forth in the Speech and
deserving of the most earnest attention,
I wish to refer briefly to the matter of
the railways and railway administration.
The railway administration, indeed, has
been prominent from the very commence-
ment of the debate. One of the last
speakers on this (Ministerial) side of the

ouse charncterised the railway adminis-
tration of Western Australia as the
“Waterloo” of every Railway Minister this
State has seen. The expression is rather
an unfortunate one ; at any rate, I cannot
consider it happy, because the view onc
takes of Waterloo depends altogether on
whether he be British or French. I have
uo doubt every holder of the ratlways
portfolio will claim to bave been on the
side of the British, and will be therefore
glad to characterise his railway adminis-
tration as his Waterleo, since in the
result he comes out well on top. A
better expression, to my miod, and an
expression conveying a e measure of
truth, would be that the railwayadminis-
tration of this State has been the grave
of the reputation of nearly every Railway
Minister, if not of all Raillway Ministers.
And this is not owing altogether to the
fault of the Ministers themselves, but
rather owing tfo the fault of a system
which [(rom the very beginning has heen
pernicious in character—necessarily per-
nicious. The system was one which
allowed waste, extravagance, leakage, and
fraud to permeate alnost every branch of
that vast business, thut large asset of
which we have-heard so much. That
there have heen leakage, waste, extrava-
gance, and fraud is of course manifest
to all of us. We have heard this stated
for yenrs. The recollection of the things
which have come to light, discoveries
made from time to time of leakages and
frauds—I may mention the Perth Xce
Company frauds in particular—leads
me to point out that my experience
in the unravelling of defalcations and of
wastefulness has shown that these evils
are of a chronic character, that for every
ounce you are able to put your finger on
there is, bebind, a pound or a hundred-
weight that you cannot reach or discover.
Let hon. members bear in mind the dis-
coveries in which the inquiry into the ice
frauds resulted ; let them comsider wbat
those discoveries amounted to. It is
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plain that the frands in question had
been going on for years continuously,
and had been chronic in character. Do

. [ASSEMBLY.)

hon. members think we got to the bottom -

of the matter? Not a bit of it. The
Perth Ice Company was brought in a

debtor to the State to the extent of some- :

thing like £2,000; but does anyone think
that tlus amount represented the full
extent of the frauds? It is an open
secret that timber of o ecertain class,
chargesble with o high rate of freight,
has been sent up to the goldfields, ton by
ton and truck by truck, veneered over, as
it were, with another class of (inber

Seventh day.

Hox. F. H. Piesse: During the whole
time of my administration only four men
camne to me seeking employment.

Mg. PURKISS: Then your case con-
stitutes a wonderful exception, and I can
only congratulate you. The position
comes to this. We have discovered
that the existing svstem, which wani-
festly involves waste, extravagance, and
leakage of every desecription, has led to

. an improper loading of the expense rate

carricd at a2 much lower rate, the whole

of the timber, as a result, being carried at
that much lower rate.

How. I, II. PressE:
instance of that ?

Mr. PURKISS: We heard the same
sort of statement regarding the trap-
shipment by the railway, of cattle. Iam
not prepared to prove fhat there is an
thing in either the timber business or t ¢
cattle business; but, so far as the Perth
Ice Compuny is concerned, some degree of
certainty was reached. However. to
make a long story short, both sides of
the House are on common ground in the
statement that the administration of our
State railways has been honeycombed
with lenkage, wastefulness, and a want
of trying to get at the bottom of
things. Minister after Minister has
tried, no doubt honesily, to probe the
system to the bottom; but by reasom
of the system itself his efforts bave been
frustrated. A striking fault of the
system is oue which has been brought
more especially to my attention since I
have been in Parliament.
practically the whole of the Minister’s
time is occupied by trifles.

Can you give an

week, dealing with little twopenny-half-
penny departmental matters which con-

of our railways, and that consequently
freights have had to be kept up, and
even had to be increased two months
ago, merely by reason of wasteful ex-
penditure. Therefore, I think the Govern-
ment—when I speak of the Government
T do not refer to the immediate Adminis-
tration or the late Administration, for
this is a continuous Administration, all
one Administration—did wrong in not

' trying to do a few months ago what they
. are at the present moment seeking to do;
' namely, to put the administration of the

I can see that |

There he is, |
hour after hour, day after day, week after

sume practically the whole of his time. .

A railway servant has a grievancs, or
somebody wants to get employment in
the railway service; and the in-
dividual ever so humble, nevertheless
vou find him at the Minister's door
knocking for an interview, on what no
doubt to the individual himself means a
great deal, but what is, nevertheless, a
matter in respect of which the Minister
should never be troubled.

ruilways on such a basis as will prevent
leukage, waste, and extravagance. Was
that not a bhumiliating admission made
by the Minister recently, that something
like 118 of the department’s wagons
were lost-—that the officials did not know
where those wagons had got to? No
wonder tbe customers of our railways
have to pay high rates. No wonder the
rafes are increased when the systen is
such. And,beitremembered, this kind of
administration has heen going vn for years.
I think the Ministry, before imposing -
increased rates on agricultural produce,
on timber, coal, and other commodities,
should have used their best endeavours
to set the deparimental house in order,
to get to the bottom of this wastefulness,
to stop this extravagance, this rapine as
it were, upon the funds and other assets
of the railwaye, hefore saying one word
about increasing the rates. Having
increased the rates, they are going back.
ward and are making—I give them

-every credit for it—uu earnest endeavour

to get to the bottom of the maladminis-
tration that has gone on for s0 many
years; and I bave not the slightest doubt
that when they bave set their house in
order and initiated a pure and economical
administration, they will find they can
easily take off all the increased rates
im on various commodities, from
ttmber upwards or downwards, a few
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months ago. I recognise that the rail-
ways should pay interest on the money
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borrowed to build them, together with .

working expenses and sinking fund. It
is very well for us fo talk of doing away
with the sinking fund; but if we go to
the money market to borrow, we go to
the English creditor with the loan ear-
marked. We say to investors, “ Lend us
so many millions for this particular
object.” The amount applied for is ear-
marked in the schedule to the Loan Act,
wherein we say the interest on the loan
shall be so much, and there shall he
provided a sinking fund; so that there
1s a solemn contract between debtor and
ereditor. We borrowed the monsy on
the understanding that we should pro-
vide a sinking fund, and pay so much
interest on the money borrowed. I
therefore recognise that our railways
must be made to pay interest, working
expenses, and a sinking fund ; and that
all earnings in excess should go in
reduction of rates. I am of opinion that
in order to bring about a reform, our
railwars should be almost absolutely
governed by one good, strong, honest,

commercial head, and that such head -

should have under him good lientenants.

Now from all we have heard in this °

House, month after month and year after
year, our railways have not been managed
by a good, strong, straightforward head,
and good, strong, loyal heutenants. That
is where the frouble is.
what you call this general manage
the ratlways.
Manager ” or *“ Commissioner.”

Mr. Domerry: Call him a general
servant, at once.

Mz. PUREISS: I do not think we
can have a better example than the
management of the large railways of the
world. How are the English railways
managed ? There i3 a company, with its
directors equivalent to our Parliament.
[Mr. Domerry: No.] The directors
are the representatives of the shareholders
who own the concern. The directors
appoint a general manager and give him
plenary powers. All the divectors do is
simply to have a voice as the owners of
the property, and to say “ Our rates are
to be so-and-so.”

Mer. Domerry: But the directors
appoint their manager.

r of

* leading to
I do not care .

He may be called “ General !
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Mz. PURKISS: So do the Govern-
ment here, who are representatives of
the people.

Mz. DoreErTY: Do the Government,
and not Purliament, represent the people?

Mx. PURKISS: We in Parliament
appoint the Government, our directors;
and the Government appoint the General
Manager or Commissioner. Give him
Plenary powers, reserving to Parliament,
or to the Government who represent
Parliament, certain control as owners of
the property; such control as to say
what the rates shall be, as for instance
whether they shall be differential, to
decide thewr quoantity and quoality.
Beyond that, I say I should give a good
strong, honest, commercial man foll
power to manage the railways, uncon-
trolled by this Parliament; because if
we seek to control every act of our
General Manager or Commissioner, we
shall have eilher a man who will not
stand it, or one who will be an abject
slave to his position. I am altogether
opposed to the appointment of three
Commissioners. It leads to circumlo-
cution. I, instead of one ommissioner
who has to act and can acl in & moment,
you have three Commissioners, there
1s a formal meeting called, also a secre-
tary taking minutes, motions proposed,
differences of opinion, discussion, all
circumlocution, and — a
bigger danger than ever--leading to a
feeling of want of responsibility. One
Commissioner transfers responsibility to
another. We find two carrying out a
certain line of policy against a minority
of one, who may tell the public. “T did
not agree to that” And on another
question we shall find thut Commissioner
joined with another against the third,
who in bis turn is in a minority ; aud he
will say, *“ I was vot responsible for that.”
This will cut away the sense of respon-
sibility which one sole Commissioner
would feel so irrevocably fixed on his
shoulders. With three we shall have this
divided responsibility, which in some
cases will lead to no responsibility at all
Let us have one good, strong man. He
need not be an engineer, nor need he be
a traffic manager; because if he bave the
nous and the commereial training and the
observation to be able to select good
lieutenants—a first-class traffic manager

. and an equally cowpetent locomotive
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engineer ag divisional comwanders—if he
have honesty and good commercial train-
ing, sound common sense and strict
probity, then I know of no reason why
the concern should not run smoothly.
The same system runs smoothly with
companies owning railways worth more
than all the railways of Western Aus.
tralia; and most of the railways run on
this system are made to pay; satisfaction
is given to the public, to the officers, to
the directors, and finully te the share.
holders when they receive their 4% per
cent. dividend.

Me. Domerry: It is not easy to get
the man you talk about.

Mr. PURKISS: No; it is very diffi-
cult,

Mr DomerrY: You would have to
build himm. He is not in Western Aus-
tralia.

Mgr. PURKISS : Of course, in all cir-
cumstances of life it is difficult to get a
first-class man,

MinisTiR : There would be the same
difficulty in getting a General Manager.

Mr. PURKISS: Exactly,. What
would your best general do if he had not
good divisional commanders? Passing
away from this, and just touching on
the appointment of Mr. George, I cannot
help thinking the Government have not
made a mistake in appointing him a
Commissioner.

Orrosrrior MemsBer: It is a bad
system,

Mz. Purgrss: The system may have
been bad. The appointment was made
by the immediate predecessors of this
continuous Ministry, and has been
loyally confirmed by the present Gov-
ernment. Both sides of the House have
admitted Mr. George’s straightforward-
ness, honesty, and strength ; and I think
they have eredited him with a very large
measure of commercial experience. I
think that man, if he make a clean sweep
of all those divisional commanders and
those lieutenants, and go out of his way
to select good divisional commanders and
good lisutenants, will succeed. Let him
be entirely free from political influence,
and I think there will be an end to the
maladministration of the railways, of
which we have been throughout this
debate complaining.

Mg. Connor: Would vou allow him to
fix the rates?

. [ASSEMBLY.]
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" Mg PURKISS: No. I say, let the
[ owners fiz the rates. 1 think the owners
i should retain that power.
| Mg, Jacosy: Then you again divide
| the respounsibility.

Me. PURKISS: No.

Me. Jacosy: How can he make the
railways pay if he canuot fix the rates?

Mg. PURKISS: In a word, I have
nothing to complain of in the appoint-
ment of Mr. George. If weimported the
best man obtainable in England, but did
not give him undivided contrel, what
would be the effect 7 When the Victorian
Government imported Mr. Speight, they
thought they had secwed one of the best
railway managers in the world ; and per-
* haps they had, but he was the victim of
political influence; and that political in-
fluence, plues the influence of one of the
large newspapers in the State, abso-
lutely crippled that man in pocket, and
ultimately, no doubt, killed him. And
such hus been the history of nearly all
the best railway men imported to Aus-
tralia. If we brought down an angel
from heaven, endowed with the highest
attributes which could possibly be desired
in a railway manager, and we allowed
political influence to operate, then in a
few years we should have to say to him,
“The time has arrived when yon must
go,” or we should make the life of that
angel so miserable that he would perish
in goed mame, would be ruined in
pocket, and would ultimately die.

Mg. JacoBx: Try someone from the
other place.

Me. PURKISS: T now come to what
I have alluded to as the blots in this
Speech, and I have limited my remarks
to three of these, because at this stage of
the debate I do mot wish to speak at
length. What I consider the bhiggest
blot in the Speech is a blot of commis-
sion. [Me. DomErTy: That is the five
per cent.] Tt is nothing about five per
cent. It is to be found in the eighteenth
paragraph, which refers to the retention
of the dual system of taxation, to the
retention of inter-State duties plws the
Federal duties. The paragraph reads:—

In October last the Commonwealth Govern-
ment commenced the collection of Federal
duties, and Section 95 of the Commonwealth
Constitution Act came into operation. That
section provides us with the means of raising
a revenue sufficiently large to meet the ever-
, increasing needs of a rapidly growing State,
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and is also recognised as exercising a fostering

influence in the establishment and growth of | peliave P

industries, which by such encouragement
promise to add to our permanent wealth and
prosperity.

The Government distinctly throw down
the gauntlet by saying, “ No surrender,”
in respect of the imposition of the inter-
State duties and the
Well, to me that savours nf madness.
We have heard various reasons given for
federating, from the time the jont select
committee of both Houses sat to inquire
into the desirableness of entering the
Commonwealth. They took much evi-
dence, and were engaged a long time in
considering whether it was wise or unwise
to enter this Commonwealth; whether
the Commonwealth Bill should be sent to
the people Many reasons were given us
in respect of Section 95 of the Common-
wealth Bill, and we have heard many
since. Pirst of all, it has been said,
“ We cannot afford to do away with the
inter-State duties, because we cannot
afford to lose the revenue.” On the
other hand, it is said by the producers,
by the agriculturists, “Do not remove
these inter-State duties. We cannot
afford to lose the protection they
give to our pative industries” T was
very muach pledsed—and I do not know
what the supporters of the retention of
this dual system of taxation will say,
those supporters who look at it from an
agricultural point of view—with reference
to the remarks of the member for Nor-
tham (Hon. G. Throssell) to-night, 'The
hon. member admitted candidly and fully
that half of these duties do nol protect
at all, and will not protect. He says,
“We do not want them: they are no
good to us as protective.”” He makes
that assertion as clearly as possible, and
it will appear in print. He made, T
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. interests of protection ¥
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Mer. PURKISS: Whiat are we to
Are we to believe that it s
right to maintain these duties in the
interests of revenue, or is it right
that we should maintain them in the
When it was
first suggested, as it was at that joint

. ecommittee to which T have alluded, when

Federal duties. !

assert, the most candid and most full °

admission that many of these inter-State
duties do not protect ; mentioning the
very items, such as ham, bacon, butter,
and so forth.

Hox. F. H. Piesse: He was talking
of wheat-producing districts.

Mge. PURKISS: He mentioned ham,
ovions, bacon, and so on. No wonder
members representing other agricultural
districts feel unhappy.

How. F. H. Piesse: It is one-sided.

tongue was first given to the argument
that we mmust retain all our powers under
Section 95, because we could not afford
to part with revenue, our revenue was
£2 500,000

Mke. DosErTY: When ?

Mer. PORKISS: In1899. Qurrevenue
was £2,500,000 when we were sayin,

‘that we could not afford to lose £200,000

a year, Since then our revenue has gone
up to £3,700,000, and here we have the
same old cry, “ We can’t afford to lose it,
because our revenue won't stand it.” If
we could not stand it when our revenue
wasg two and u balf millions, caunot we
stand it wow when our revenue s
£3,700,0007 What oponsense! Our
revenue has been going up by leaps and
bounds, terrific leaps and bounds, leaps
and bounds which, I fear, will lead us
into very great disaster and trouble by-
and-hy. ur revenue in 1898-99 was,
I repeat, £2,500,000; in 1899 - 00,
£2,800,000; in 1900-01, £3,078,000; and
now, £3,700,000. Here is a revenue
equivalent to somsthing like £18 a head
extracted from 205,000 or 210,000 people.
It is the highest taxed country existing.
I defy anyone to prove that there is a
higher taxed country in the world. Even
Turkey or China cannet touch it. We
get from the pockets of every man,
woman, and child something like £18 10s,
In Tasmuania, which has about the same
population as Western Australia, the
revenus barely reaches a million. In New
Zealand, with about 800,000 people, it is
about six millions. And here we, a little
State with 200,000 people or a little over,
are obtaining a revenue of £3,700,000;
yet we are told in the face of this that we
should not repeal the inter-State duties on
the gronnd of revenue. After what the

. member for Northam has said, if other

agricultural members want proof I can
show that these doties are not protective
in many instances, but in others they are
affording, together with a natural protec-
tion, such a difference in price as to
amount to something like 50 or 60 per
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cent,, compared with the ontside article.
In Victoriz duties of 25 per cent. went
up to 30 and 35. Many people were
horrified, and you will be horrified to
find the extent of the difference existing
between the prices of commodities in
Adelaide and Melbourne and the prices
bere. ‘l'ake the case of onions, an article
of very large consumption indeed, in
fact o necessary, people toa very large
extent living on ontous.

Mr. DouErry: I hope not. (General
laughter.)

Mg. PURKISS: When Isay ‘“living
on onions,” I mean that the onion, in
some forru or other, is to be found
associated with almost every dish om
every table ; at any rate, we bave only to
look at the number «f tons of onivns con-
sumed in any colony or in any part of the
world to know what a verv large article
of consumption onions are. The Mel-
bourne prices last Saturday week show
that they were sold for £6. My figures
are taken from the Argus and Ausira-
lastan of that dute, the wholesale price
being given. Here in Western Austraha
onions were quoted by the West Aus-
tralian Produce—I forget the term, bot
at any rate the leading firm of produce
merchants always quoted by the West
Australian every Saturday morning —the
price of onions quuted last Saturday
morning was £10 to £11, a difference of
65 per cent. We get most of our oniona
from Melbourne, and the price here is,
I repeat, 65 per cent. higher than in that
city. That 65 per cent. represents the
natural and artificial protection.

Hon. F. H. Presse: Is the difference
accounted for by the duties?

Mg. PURKISS: The difference is not
accounted for by the duties, but I say
that if you take the dutivs off you find
45 per cent. of natural protection. Isnot
45 per cent. of natural protection enough
for you? Do you want 65 per cent. ?

"Hown, F. H. Piesse: All we can get.

Mzr. PURKISS: “All we can get”—
exactly. We are paying for onions 65
per cent, more, and if vou just lovk at
the state of thinus with reference to
onions you will find that for the season
ending the 28th February, 1900, we pro-
duced locally 349 tons, for the season
ending 28th February, 1901, we produced
190 tons, so that actually in the year 1901
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we produced 159 tons of onions less than |
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we did the yvear hefore. Is this duty,
then, protecting onions? It seems to me
to be driving all production of onions out
of the country, Here are the figures
taken from the statistician's returns. I
have them in print, us well as in my own
manuscript. Notwithstanding this high
measure of protection we had 349 tons
of onions produced in one year, and 190
tons in the next, showing, I rvepeai, an
absolute deficiency of 159 tons. What is
the use of talking to us about levying a
duty on onions to protect the native indus-
try, when it is not doing so, and when the
actual productionisless? Take the case of
potatoes, which are necessary, and of which
there is a very large consumption by
almost everyone, especially by the poorer
clusses. The price of potatoes in Mel-
bourne, according to the last quotations
in the Argus and Australasianr, the same
Eapers of the same date, was for prime
ippsland potatoes £4 10s., and for New
Zealand pink eyes £4 158, Taking last
Saturday’s quotations for West Australia
from the same produce merchants, there
were no local potatoes, and Victorian and
New Zealand potatoes sold at from £9 to
£10, a difference of 50 per cent. Nearly
all the potatoes that we are consuming
now are from other States; in fuct there
were no rquotations for local potatoes.
The firm which the hon. member for the
Williams (Hon, F. H. Piesse) represents
gave their quotations last Saturday, and
said there were no locals, and they
quoted Victorian and Tasmanian. There
appeared to be no Jocal potatoesin the
market, and while New Zealand potatoes
and prime Gippsland were quoted in Mel-
bourne al £4 10s. to £4 15s., the
Victorian and New Zealand potatoes in
the market here were quoted at £9 to £10,
a difterence of 50 per cent. This cry of
the cost of living is no empty one. You
see a difference on this item of 50 per
cent. ; and recollect that the Tasmanian
grower gets 30 shillings & ton, and is
satisfied with it. The potatoes are
shipped to Melbourne, transhipped
from Melbourne to Western Australia,
and duty is paid on them here; con-
uently we find them quoted at from £9

' to £10. Hasall this natural protection

plus the artificial protection, amounting
to 50 per cent,, led to an increase in the
local production? Has that led to an
increase in the crop of potatoes here?
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For the season ending 28th February.
1904, there were 8,373 tons of potatoes,
and for the last vear from which we
have had the statistics compiled, 1901,
the total production of potatoes in this
State was 4,836 tous. Notwithstanding
this 50 per cent of natural and artificial
protection, our potato yield decreased in
one year by 3,587 tons; and yet members
talk about protecting wnative industry.
As to bacon, it 18 no use to talk about
protecting that., The member for Nor-
tham admits at once that there is mno
bacon to protect, for two reasons; one
being that while bacon growersare able to
get the price they can for pork as pork
they will never go in for bacon curing,
and until you have a dairy industry well
established in this State you will never
have a bacon-curing establishment on
anything like a large scale, hecaunse omne
is the complement of the other.

A MEMBER: No; wheat.

M=z. PURKISS: For prime sides of
bacon in Melbourne last Saturday week
the wholesale price was quoted at 8d. per
pound. Here in Western Australia it
was quoted at 11id., another difference
of 50 per cent.

Hon. F. H. Piesse: Not quite.

Mr. PURKISS: Very nearly. Take
8d. from 111d., and it is 50 per cent. in
round numbers, as nearly as possible ; at
any rate quite nearly enough for my
argument. 1t only waoted another id.
to make it 50 per cent. There we are
again; and where will you buy? Take
up any catalogue. Take up the cata-
logue of the Fresh Food and Ice
Company, or take up Watson’s, next
door, or that of any storekeeper, and you
will find that whera they quote bacon
they will quote Queensland, Victorian,
New Zealand, and so forth, but not a
single line, not a word, with reference to
West Australian bacon. No; we know
it is not made. There may be a side or
two made here and there, and so forth,
but, if vou look at the figures and see the
enormous quantity that comes in, the
little bit of bacon made here is not
worth talking about. So with bam.
In Melbourne the best bagged ham—
and bagged ham is a trifle more expen-
sive—is quoted at 10d. In Western
Australia it is 1ls. 3d., this being an
increase of 50 per cent. And so
we can go through to hatter. Take
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the botter indusiry. Pructically there
is no such industry here. One hutter
factory was established two or three
years ago, and it must have been an
object lesson, and still s an object
lesson, to every one of us. That factory,
or rather the syndicate who put that
factory up, got the land for nothing.
Then they went to the Government and
usked for £500 to put up the building.
They got it. Then the machinery cost
another £500, and they went to the Gov-
ernment on their kmers and got that
£500. That is how the syndicate got
the factorv. When I was in Busselion
last time, I had the curiosity to go and
see this butter factory, and tov see it is
almost heart-breaking. It is shut up,
and I asked Mr. Gale to show it to me,
and he did so. 1 asked him bow much
bhutter had been made since it had been
established, and he said “I would he
ashamed to tell you.”” What is the use
of protection in the face of this factory?
It 15 a shame and a delusion. Protection
is absolute hypocrisy in the case of bacon,
potatoes, hams, and butter, because there
18 nothing to protect, and where there is
some slight thing to protect, surely 50
per cent of artificial protection with the
natoral protection is enough, and a. great
deal more than enough. In the interests
of the revenue, and on the ground I have
adopted in the interests of protecting the
natural industries, there is no solid argu-
ment to stand on. It seems to be almost
disgraceful to say that we should increase
the burdens of life by £200,000 in the
face of a revenue of £3,700,000. And
this brings me to the next blot in the
Governor's Speech which I have to speak
on. When the Speech refers to a Commis-
sion appointed to inquire into the classi-
fication and reorganisation of the Civil
Service, of course that is very good, and T
am inaccord withit, Yut I should liked to
bhave seen a Commission of able and
straightforward men to huve gone right
through from top to bottom, and to have
swept out the drones from this vast hive
that exists.

Me. Gorpon : That will be the result.

Mr. PURKISS: Ther du not say that,
and they do not say whether there is to
he an examination, or what the classifica-
tion or reorganisation is to he like. T
hope that reorganisation will improve
the service, because i1t wust be manifest
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to all of us that there is room for
retrenchment. It must be manifest. It
is absurd to extract nearly £4,000,000
from the kets of 200,000 le.
Where is it l:;:::i:ng toend? Our rg\?:}:)ue
this year is nearly £4,000,000, and if the
Government go on taking that amount
out of the pockets of the people, then
there is likely to be a reverse. Itis all
very well to talk of a surplus. As your
income is, so will your expenditure be.
A few months ago we were talking of a
surplus at the end of the finuncial vear,
on the 30th June last. First it was
£100,000, then £200,000, then £300,000.
Where has it gone to? It has been
whittled away. First it came down to
£200,000, then it was £173,000, and I
think the Treasurer said to-night there
was £211 in the Treasury.

Me. Donerry : And 7s. 6d.

Mr. PURKISS: Yes; £211 7s. 6d.
What has become of it ? Tt has all been
whittled away. So will all the surpluses
be whittled away.

Me. Domerry: You remember you
have voted for them.

Me. PURKISS: I have not voted on
the question yet. The surpluses will
always be whittled away. Is not a
surplus always a standing temptation to
the strongest Minister? While you have
men clamouring, while you have sup-
porters clamouring in the nature of
members and outside the walls of the
House, if you have a surplus, the
argument that the funds will not stand
a yift of money for a certain work
is taken away, and the beggars say,
“You have a surplus; give us £500 for
this road and 00 for that road”
There never will be a surplus, but an
accidental one, and then it ought to be
traced. The Estimates bave been ignored
from time to time and from year to year.
The underlying principle of constitutional
government is this. 'Ehe people are the
taxpayers; they have a say as to how the
woney of the State shall be spent. The
Treasurer comes to this House every
vear and says, “ I estimate the revenue
for the year to be so much. What will
you do with it”? The Estimates are
passed and are boiled down into the
Appropriation Act. Then the Minister
gspends what is in the Estimates and po
more.
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for that vote only. But that is nut what
has been done in the past and what has
led to all the mischief. This was one of
the planks of the platform put forward
at the series of elections which took place
last year. If the Ministers knew what a
boon it would be to govern constitution-
ally in that way, they would do it. It
would do away with the inacious
requests from friends for money. If I
headed a deputation for a vequest for
£1,000 for a road, all the Minister
would have to do would he to call
in the Under Secretary and ask *“How
does such and such vote stand.”
Then the Minister would say, “I am
sorry, gentlemen, but the vote is
exhausted.” That has not been done in
the t, and the pernicious principle
has n carried farther by the reap-
propriation of loans, which I maintain,
and always have maintained, was abso-
lutely dishonest, If you go to a London
creditor and say, “I want £1,000,000,”
and you ear-mark that in a Loan Bill,
the London creditor looks at it ; he looks
at the country and he looks at the work
for which the money is to be used, and
he has a right to know that the loan is
used only for the purpose for which it
was obtained. We have had these ear-
markings, and we have these fariher
loans for reappropriation. If such a
thing had been done by a private in-
dividual, T do not know what to call it, but
# criminal lawyer might give it a very
barsh pame. If a man borrows money for
a special purpose and tells the person
from whom he is borrowing the money
the purpose to which it is to be put, if
the Eorrower spends that money in an-
other way, I do not know what the lender
would think; yet this is the eystem that
has been carried out. I ask Ministers to
consider, and to think, and to look this
uestion of economy straight in the Face.
feel perfectly satisfied that Minis-
ters will do it. T feel perfectly satisfied
that members know there is an extrava-
gant waste, not only in the Railway
Department, but throughout the service.
The pruning knife can be used to a large
extent, and consequently there ought to
be due economy. Ministers ought to be
able to cut our expenses down to very
wuch less than £3,700,000. We can do

The Government spend what is ' then with very much less revenue. We

down in respect of a particular vote, and | can then look struight in the face ata
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reduction of the railway rates and the
repeal of the food duties. I do not wish
to weary the House at this late hour.

Me. Dorerry: What is your opinion
about the £60,000 land purchase ?

Mgr. PURKISS: I quite agree with a
bold stroke. There never was a good
role yet which had not a very good
exception, und this is ooe of those excep-
tional cases, similar to that in connection
with the purchase of the Suez Canal
shares, which Ministers were justified in
making. I quite agree with what has been
done, although I am one of the vietims.
Still T was given what I asked, and T
have no feeling of soreness or anything
about it. I had » little snspivion when
they were running after me, and I
wondered what was up.  Notwithstand-
ing that, it would not influence me, the
small amount T got; and as the hon.
member asked me the question, T tell
bim I quite approve of the policy of the
Government in regard to that matter,
and from inguiries which I buve made
and from statements which have been
made to me, I do not think the
member for Cue is very far out
when he said that probably the
result arrived at in the future will be
a saving of £100,060 in the interests of
the Government. So much for the
Governor’s Spegch. T think, in con-
clusion, it is only due to members, as 1
think it is due to my constituents, that I
should just explain why I am sitting here
(Opposition cross-benches) rather than
there (directly behind the Grovernment).
Members understand that I was veturned
in the interesta of the TLeake Govern-
ment. I had strong support from the
Leake Government, espectally from the
late Premier. I took my seat, as I gladly
did, behind the late Premier. Mem-
bers will all recollect the turmoil that
was rife just after my election, and
at the elections associated with the
one when I was returned. The balance
of power was very nicely poised; depend-
ing, I think on one vote given to one side
or the other. Members all know how very
hard and strenvously the late Premier
worked to retain his position. He fought
a very hard figcht—a fight against odds,
a very uphill fight indeed, and he almost
succeeded, but not quite. And he found,
after this fight, that it was necessary to
make some sacrifice to keep the party
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intact, and he kept them together to
preserve the position in respect of which
the fight had been. It is an open secret
that in order to do that he included my
friend the Minister for Works in the
Government. Members also know—it is
an open secret, therefore I am not
divulging anything—that 4 good deal of
resentment was felt at the time at
the inclusion of my friend the Minister
for Works in the Government. T felt
very Dbitter indeed. Tt pui a severe
strain on my loyalty to the late Premier,
and for this reason, that on my platform
and on the platforms of various sup-
porters of the Leake Ministry a great
deul had been said about the “ wobbling ”
of members, about their changing sides,
aboul members “ ratiing” from one side
to another. That argument was made
use of, not by myselt but by my sup-
porters, against the candidature especially
of my opponent, Mr. Wilson. One of the
leading arguments used against that
gentleman, al any rate by my supporters,
wag his passing so readily from one side
to the other.

Me. Tavror: That’'s what beat him.

Mr. PURKISS: I did not have, nor
have I now, a word to say against the
Minister for Works and Railways, who I
know will understand me when I say
that [ do not wish to be in any way
personal in my references to his inclusion
in the Ministry. The late Premier saw
that the inclusion of the member for
Guildford was the cnly means of con-
solidating the position of his Ministey.
Notwithstanding the strain put on my
loyalty by the inclusion of the Minister
for Works, I remained loysl. I said
nothing. [ recognised that my late
Jeader had fought a hard fight, and T
therefore sat loyally behind him. But
did the present Premier and the present
Treasurer, who were the late Mr. Leake’s
henchmen, his loyal frieods as well as his
political supporters, continue to git behind
him ?

Mz. Domerty: No; certainly not.

Mr. PURKISS: They came over to
these (eross-bench) seats by way of show-
ing their resentment. When, theretfore,
I find a few months later those gentle-
men taking office and including the
very man whose selection for a portfolio
caused them to sit as nearly as possible
in opposition to the late Mr. Leake, a
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feeling of discomfort is created in my

mind. T do not understand their con-
duet. Farther, there is the throwing
over of the then Treasurer (Mr.

Illingworth}. [Mr. DorErTY : That'sit.]
To wme, the proceeding bas an un-English
savour; there is something un-English
about it.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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[M=. DoaerTy: Hear, hear.]

The conduct of these two gentlemen, I |
know, caused the greatest grief to the lute .

Premier. [ have reason to know that Mr.
nothing so much as the personul deser-
tion of those two great friends and old
political supporters. When I sce these
gentlemen a few months afterwards
taking office and joining with them as
their colleague the very gentleman whose
inclusion led them to vemove to these
cross-benches, I cannot well understand
their conduct.

Mz. Domerty: There’s a chair on this
(Oﬁposit-ion) side for you.

&. PURKISS: I am quite prepared
to admit that the Minister for Works is
a good man and has proved himself an
excellent administrator. [Mx. DoneErTY:
Hear, hear.] He has done good work
while holding his present portfolio.

Mg, DourrTy: He hus proved himself
an excellent Minister.

Mg. PURKISS: Yes; he has proved
himself an excellent Minister ; and I think
he has both surprised his friends and
disappointed his enemies,

Me. DorerTy : He has no enemies.

Mz PURKISS : 1 thought it due to
members of this House, and also to my
constiluents, to state my views. I have
nothing farther to say on that head ; and
I certainly have no more to say on the
Address-in-reply, because I feel T have

already wearied hon. members somewbat.

unduly.

Mz. D. J. DOBERTY (North Fre-
mantle): On a recent evening the Premier
brought the debate on the no-confidence
amendment to a hasty conclusim. Asa
member of the party on this (Opposition)
side of the House, I requested an
adjouroment, since the hour was becom-
ing late. 1 made that request believing,
of course, that u gentleman in the
Premier's posilion would grant to the
Opposition a request of the nature
indicated. Howerver, the Premier

Trne PrEMIER: I should just like to
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emphatic denial. The call for a division
came from that (Opposition) side of the
House,

Mz. DOHERTY : I asked you across
the House to grant an adjournment, and
you replied, “ No; go on with the divi-
sion.”

Tee Presier: T deny that,

Mr. DOHERTY : I thought, at the
time, the Premier was using the force of

. the big majority behind him to the great
Leake at that particular juncture felt .

discomfort and disadvantage of the

i Opposition; but now I readily admit

that probably I erred, and that I wmust
put down his conduct to want of
experience. Viewing the political sitna-
tion as it was last year, we see that the
Leake Government came into power on a
bigh wave of public opinion. When,
however, the waters retarned to their
natural level, the people of this State
found, though too late, that none of the
Eromiaes made by the Leake Government
ad been carried out, and that there was
not even the indication of ome political
rvinciple or one economic reform. The

te Premier, when leading his party,
carried with him the people of this State;
otherwise he could not bave conducted
the business of the House at all, for
numerically his party was in a minority.
It was ounly the full kvnowledge that
he had the people behind him which
enabled the {:te Premier to carry on
the administration of the State. How
was it that the deceased gentleman had
the people behind him P For various
reasons, the primary reason being that,
one man having ruled the country for ten
years, the people demanded a change.
How came that change to be demanded P
Through the promises of the geatlemen
who then led the Opposition. They
promised to the people economy; they
Eromised to the people a reduction of
ood duties; they promised to the people
good railway administration; they pro-
mised reduction in railway rates; and
lastly, they pigued the curiosity of the
people by such statements as thul once
the Opposition got. into power they would
clear out the pigeon-boles, which would
disclose such facts as wonld for ever
damn the administration of the Forrest
Government.  Now these gentlemen
have been ir office for 18 months; and 1
ask, have they produced from those

give the hon. member's statement an : pigeon-holes one document staining the



