108 Address-in-Reply :

talk about what some members on the
other side call a “ring.” There is a lot
said about this ring; but, if there is one
which is supposed to be called the hutchers’
ring, I know nothing about it. [A Mem-
BER: Oh,Ido.] But I firmly beheve there
are rings of other descriptions. There
are rings in all classes of trade. Why,
there are rings even for the lawyers, I
was going to call theirs a six-and-eight-
peuny ring.

Me. Leaxe: You would not get off so
cheaply as that.

Mgr. HUBBLE : The member for Al-
bany would not let we off so cheaply;
but I think lawyers huve got a very good
protection, for they will not allow any
new-comer to practise here unless he has
been in the colony six months. Why
" should lawyers be protected any more
than the farmer who produces the food
we eat? Why should not the producer
in the agricu{tum] industry, which we
try to foster, be protected the same as
lawyers 7

Mge. Douerry: Lawyers generally pro-
tect themselves,

Mz. HUBBLE: I think I am only
echoing the sentiments of nine-tenths of
the people of this colony when T say there
is no real desire that the present Govern-
ment should go out of office. 'We have a
good Government, who have piloted us
through the last seven years. To-morrow
is the anniversary of their accession to
power, and we can look back oun their
period of oftice with very great pleasure.
I ask hon. members both on the Minis-
terial side of the House and on the other,
supposing on a division this Ministry were
turned out, whether the future Govern-
ment. would be able to look back on as
good a carcer as the present Government
now ¢,

Mr. Georee: After seven years they
would.

Me. Tnuinceworry @ To which Govern-
ment do vou refer?

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

Me. Yuaneworru: The present ad-
ministration is ouly a remnant of the
original Government.

Mr. HUBBLE : Tam sorry the member
for Central Murehison has misunderstond
wy vemark, Lwoul | like to impress upon
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" timber trade and every other branch of

members on the Oppostion side of the |
House the necessity of encouraging the |

industry now being carried on in the
colony:,

M=z. Georae: What about. those indus-
tries that have heen killed ? :

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

Me. InuingworTH : Oh, there will be a
division.

M=. HUBBLE : Then I shall seesix or

. eight members walk over from the other

side of the House, leaving the remainder
of the Opposition in the comfortable sents
they are now enjoying,

Mzr. OLDHAM : It is not my intention
to try and follow the Premnier in the feeble
attack which he has made on those of us
who, up to the present at any rate, can be
charged only with trying our best to fulfil
the pledges we guve to the people who
sent us here to represent them. It is
worth while, just in passing, to notice the
nature of the complaints which have heen
brought agamst us.  Strange to say, it s
not. that the issue has not been made clear
or concise, but that the leader of the
Opposition has put before the House a
proposal divested of all those side issues
on which the existence of this Government
seems so much to depend. This motion
was not proposed with the purpose of
putting the Government out of office.
Do not mistake me in this. For my own
part, pevsonally, I would not have the
slightest hesitation in putting this Govern-
ment out of office; but, still, this proposal
wag not made with that object. I recog-
nise at any mate that while we are not
desirous of putting the Government out
of oflice, there are many hon. members on
the other side of the House who are
pledged to a reduction of the food
dutics, and who are also pledged, in a
certain degree, to give a general support
to the policy of the Govermment. It was
with the object of securing a reduction of
the food duties that the proposed amend-
menk was made as mild as it has been. 1
am vather surprised to find the Premier
taking upon himself Lo usk hon. members
on this side of the House to stultify the-
selves as public men, and go back on their
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pledges to the people, simply for the pur-
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pose of keeping his Government in power.

Coming to the real issue, I have been very
much struck during the course of this
debate with the wonderful wmount of
ingenuity possessed by hou. members on
the Ministerial side. If they could only
prove one-half of whut they have said in
regard to those food duties—if they could
only justify one-tenth of the virtues they
claim for those duties —then I, for my part,
sitting as I doas far away from the Eov-
ermment as possible, would be very pleused
to be found voting for them on this occa-
sion. Butoneis compelled to examine their
statements, for truth’s sake. T have
been compelled, strunge as it way seem,
to come to the conclusion that a connee-
fion with the agricultural or pastoral
interests of this colony has a tcuc{elwy to
develop ina remarkable degree the faculty
of imagination. The Premier has deve-
loped that faculty. He imagines for the
moment that he and his Government
represent the majority of the people of
this colony. But how can it be said they
represent the people of this colony? Tast
night the Premier quoted biblical his-
tory, and spoke about travelling the
country from Dan to Beersheba. Let
the Premier fravel from Eucla to the
most northern part of the colony, and
then T will ask bim how many men he
will find who are qualifiel under the
Electoral Act to bave a vote. Nob one
man in ten has the franchise. How is it
possible, then, that this Government can
represent. the majority of the people of
the colony ?

Mgr. A. Forrest : Whose fault is that ?

Mn. OLDHAM : I am asked whose
fault it is that only one mun in ten
possesses the franchise. I would ask
the gentlemen on the front Ministerial
beuches to explain one little transaction
whieh occurred in connection with this
Electoral Act in my own constituency.
Last year, on the last day on which claims
could be received, some three bundred
were sent in, and fully testified to by the
proper officer; bui the applicants were
not put upon the roll. Mr. Cowan was
asked not to sign the roll, so thai an
inquiry might he made, but did he accede
to that request? Certainly not; and vet
I am asked whose fault it is that so few
men are on the roll. The faulh lies with
the Government.
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Tur Premier: Oh! that is very good.

Mr. OLIDHAM : The hon. member for
the Gascoyne, who spoke lust, also went in
for some little imagination. When he
was speaking, I believe he said we had
a free breakfast table in this colony.
His imagination is so vivid that, n
response to an interjection by myself,
he said that galvanised iron had some-
thing to do with o free breakfast table.
I had the misfortune during last ses-
sion of Parliament to say something that
was not very polite, and it drew down
upon me the 81-ton eloguence of the hon.
member for West Kimberley. If T exhibit
to-night. some degree of nervousness,
and speak with more than my ordinary
amount of difidence, I c¢un assure the
House that it is not from any want of
conviction in the opinions Tam expressing.
It is really only because I am afraid I
should transgress some of those laws of
cowrtesy which are so admirably exempli-
fied in the person of the hon. member for
West Kimberlev. That hon. member

. during last session said that the working

men did not want a reduction of the foo
duties. I am very sorry indeed to have
to question that stutement. 1 can assure
the hon. member that up to the present
time he has not been recognised as an
authority on the wishes, desires, oraspira-
tions of the working classes of this
colony.

Mx. A. ForresT: Far more than you:
T am satisfied of that.

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

Tur Permigr: [ do not think I said
that.

Mr. OLDHAM: That is what any
person would gather from the Premier’s
remarks.

Tae Prekmier: Oh, ves, “gather.”

Mr. OLDHAM : We are told also that

. the food duties are responsible for railway

construction, and that they are goiug to
be responsible for public batteries.

Tre Premier: I did not say so.

Me. OLDHAM : Al this reminds one
very forcibly of some of those nice little
paragraphs in the West Australian and
the Morning Herald. These paragraphs
commence with reviewing some historieal
event—some of the deeds which one may
admire—and as we go over those stirring

. incidents we find all at once that we are
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reading an advertisement of some patent | these people had this money in their

medicine. I do not see what connection
there is between the buttle of Waterloo
and Dr. Williams’s pink pills, but there
is certainly quite as much connection as
there is between the food duties and those
things which the Premier sayvs will have
to be abandoned unless we can continue
receiving the revenue from those duties.
It is proved very conclusively that in
West Australia we have, at the present
tine, a gentleman who has introduced a
new science in polifical economy. The
state of the other colonies, where food is
cheap and wages low. is triumphantly

inted to, and it is said the wages ure
m\i; because the food is cheap. Ts that
S0

Tre Premier: I did not say so.

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

Let New South Wales, if she wants a |

period of renewed prosperity, inoculate her
cattle with the tick or tuberculosis, and
put a duty of 1id. per Ib. on meat from
New Zealand. I do not wish to say for one
moment that the right hon. the Premier
has not brought forward some decent
arguments. There are two sides to every
question, which can be fairly stated, and
I think he made the most out of our loss
of revenue. I understand from him that
we shall lose something like £200,000
Fer annum, if we abolish the duties upon
00d supplies ; but it isa question whether
on the whole our revenue would bhe
decreased, if these duties were taken off. 1
do not believe it would, but still, admit.
ting for the sake of argument that the
right hon. the Premier would receive
£200,000 less per annum, what would be
done with the money if the Government
did not get it? Why, the people would
have it. Take my own constituency : if

kots, what would they do with it?
fi.'cus Premrer: Spend it in whisky. ]
Theyv would buy bricks, timber and iron
for the purpose of increasing their little
freeholds. ‘Would the abolition of the
duties interfere in any way with the
spending power of the goldfields - Have
not the people a hetter right to spend
this money than the Govermment, and
can they not spend it in u better
way than if the Government spent
it for them? Can they not spend it
to far greater advantage than the Govern-
ment can do for them? T think they can.
1 hope hon. members opposite will not
deny to hon. members on this side of the
House the same privilege that hon. mem-
bers opposite demand for themselves, and
that they will allow thut we are equally
desirous with themselves of legislating for
the best interests of this colony. Where
do our people come from? The eastern
colonies. they intend to stop here?
T ask hon. members this question seriously:
do the majority of people who come to
this colony intend to stop here? Cun that
question be answered truthfully and at
the same time satisfactorily ? I say that it
cannot be answered satisfactorily. When
the peaple cume to this colony they do not
intend to stop here, and if, ufter a time.
they do stop here, it is not for the most

vt from any inclination but from the
orce of circnmstances. Why is this & Tt
reminds one of that old prophet in Holy
Writ who, three times a day while in cap-
tivity, threw up his window and praved
with his face towards Jerusalem. Believe
me the majority of people who come to this
colony from the Eastern States look
towards the East and pray for their
deliverance from Western Australia.  Ti
is 1o use blinking this fact: it may not
be palatable, but still it is the truth.
The hon. member who is so anxious to
attract population to this colony says
that he does not mind this faet. I
do not know whether his constituents
agree with him or not. I may say the
bulk of the people and those wha
have the interests of this place at heart
do not agree with him.  What is wanted
here ? e want to attract the popula-
tion. And in what manner can we
attract it ?

A Memper: Offer them a free break-
fast table.
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Me. OLDHAM: We can onlv attract -

them through their wives and their
families. The hon. gentleman, the leader
of the Government, gave us to under-
stand last night in his speech that the
majority of the people of this colony
were, to say the least of it, not tee-
totallers ; that they spend more money in
drink than on auything else, or at any
rate he said the Government had received
utore money through the drink bill than
through the food supplies. Is there not
a reason for this?

A Memaer: Yes; it is owing to their
prosperity.

Mr. OLDHAM : Go into the town and

see the men hanging about the public-
houses. What is the reason ¥ They have
no home to go to. The hon. gentleman
must recogmise that, if we gave these
people the same facilities that they have
in other colonies, they would bring their
wives and families here, and would not be
hanging about the public-houses. Let me
draw the attention of the House to the
hon. member’s remarks lust night.
appealed to hon. members not to be
trapped, and he asked hon. members
most patbetically: “ Are you gomnyg to
hand over the affuirs of the colony to the
Opposition, because yon do not happen to
agree with us on one particular subject >
Is the right hon. gentleman sure of that
statement ?
gentlemen who sit upon this side of the

Auniendment. food duties,

nt

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

. people, he said that he wanted to kecp

_ Mr. James, what- was the result?
into any of the centies of population, and

He -

Is he sure thai those hon.

House only disagree with him on vue sub-

ject? What about the Electoral Act?
what about one man one vote ? whatabout
payment of members ¥ what about the
Asiatic question?  Hon. gentlenien upon
that side of the House who represent the
goldfields are pledged right up to the hilt
to the exclusion of Asiatics. What is the
hon. gentleman, the leader of the Govern-
ment, going to do on that question?
Does he believe in the exclusion of the
Agiatics ? I think not. Here is a record
of the Asiatic question since 1890. Mr.
Solomon, the member for East Fremantle,
on the 30th November, 1892, asked the
Government, taking into consideration
the increasing mwmber of Chinese, < Is it
true that the Act dealing with Asiatics
is not being strictly carred out?” The
hon. gentleman said it was being strictly
cairied out. Further on the hon. gentle-
man said that he would be introducing a

this colony for the British race, but he con-
cluded by stating thut he was not prepared
to say that thev could do without Chinamen
in the colony. Since then, while the hon.
gentleman has been able to pass o measure
through this House, he has allowed 1t to
be thrown out n the other Chamber.
When the question cume to he fought
out in this Chamher on the motion by
The
right hon. gentleman and his friends are
prepared to support anything in the
abstract, but when it comnes to placing a
statute on the records of the colony, they
jib.  When the hon. member for East
Perth inade his first, real attempt to deal
with this question. and brought a Bill
hefore the House which insisted upon w
£100 poll tax on every Asiatic, the leader
of the Government was responsible for
the rejection of that motion. It was
defented by 19 to 8. and defeated upon
the instance of the hon, gentleman. I
bring this matter forward for the purpose
of showing that too much faith cannot be
placed in the promise of the Government
to deal with the question of food duties

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

vight hon. gentlemun suid last night
that, if our tariff had been applied to
Victoria, the Victorian Government would
have received about £300,000 less than
they did. Certainly they would. That
is exactly what we are complaining about.
I should be ashamed myself to put
forward such a very disingenuous argu-
ment. The fable compiled hy the
Government Actuary shows that in 1896
there was a duty of 2d. per 1. on butter
in this colony, and alse in Victoria, but
that whereas we received a revenue of
£27,107 from it, the Government of Vie-
toria received ounly £27. Now wehave a
population of 160,000, and Victoria bas
a. population of semething over a million.
The House will understand quite dis-
tinctly that, to properly compare the tariffs
of the two colonies. it would be necessary,
before Victoria could receive the same
amount of revenue as we do, that they



112 Addvess-in-Reply :

should puf about ne Jess than £3 duty on
every pound of butter. The reason is not
very distinet.

Tre Premier : They produce it: that
is why.

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

Tue Preniee: We will not require any
frozen meat.

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

A Memrer: Not for turning out the
Government.

Mzr. OLDHAM : Certainly not for
turning out the Government. T should
be sorry to take it on myself to try and
instruct honourable members how to
vote ; but this is a question that has been
before the people, upon which the people
have given their verdict, and upon which
the people have a right to expect implicit
obedience on the part of those gentlemen
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whom they have elected as their repre-
sentafives in this Chamber. They have
a right to expect that obedience. Itisa
question on which depends not only the
welfare of the gold mines, not only the
mining industry, not only the welfare of
the people who live in the centres of
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population, but it is a question on which

depends even the welfare of the agricul-
turists
honourable gentlemen
Government—I am appealing now to
gentlemen pledged to vote for this parti-
cular question—to remember that they
cannot shirk their obligation. This obh-
gation is far above that of amy Minister
of the Crown here. It is an obligation
which cannot in any way be sacrificed
without bartering the trust of the people
whose representatives they are in Parlia-
ment.

Mr. MORAN : I think we have heard
from the two opposing sides of the House

themselves; and I appeal to
supporting the |

e e e e e

a good deal of the sum and substance of |

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

represents Central Murchison, knows too -

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

life in this House, with the most nsult- -

ing remarks on fthe oldest inhabitants
of Western Australia. This may he his
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view of carrving out the interests of his
constituency.  He may feel it is his
duty to msult o majority in the House;
and when he says and boasts as he does
that he does not fear the success of the
amendment, and the downfull of the
Forrest AMinistry, but he would note
with satisfaction the wreck of the Forrest
Ministry, 1 would remind the honour-
able member that if he turns his tele-
scope backwards, and looks through it the
wrong way, he will see that during the
greater part of his life he has taken up a
position of wrecking ; and it is about time
he took some part in formulating some
constructive policy, instead, of carrying out
this system of wrecking. Itisall very well
for the honourable member to read a
homily to those who were returned at the
same time as himself. They may explain
themselves, and it is for the honourable
member to stick to his own last, as it may
not last very long. We have had several
references to the goldfields on this matter,
and apart altogether from the virtue
of the food duties, upon which I intend
to say a few words later on, I
want to look at the question as we are
hound to look at it, and as I amn bound to
look at it—one of no confidence in the
Ministry. What is the public feeling on
the goldfields upon this question ¥ A good
deal of what at present exists on the tariff
of the conntry might with credit, be swept
away ; but there is o time for everything,
and everything should be taken in its right
place. The goldfields, as far as I under-
stand public opinion—and 1 speak on
behalf of the largest of them, the largest
paying goldfield of the lot, which pays
nine-tenths of the wages earned—when 1
stood at the last election T went into the
question deliberately, and in a way that
some of my supporters might think was
endangering my side. My views I stated
distinctly to that constituency, which deals
out one-half of the gold of Western
Australia, and is the largest paying con-
stituency of any of the gold producing
constituencies. Before I have done, I will
ask honourable members who have pledged
themselves entirely to a reduction of the
food duties, at what price are they pre-
pared to turn the Government out of office ?
Do not let the question be divested of
what it means. The Forrest Government
have pledged themselves to a public policy,
and to supply Coelgurdie, Kalgoorlie



