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school buildings erected would not be on
the same extravagant scale as their rail-
way stations.

Item agreed to.
Item 13.-" Charges and Expenses of

raising loans, X26,000:0
Agreed to.
Preamble and title:
Agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment, and

report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at six minutes

past 6 o'clock p.m.

3StgiBlafihle a0flm1ij,
Wednesday, 18th September. 1898.

East Perth Briokfields, Notion for Adjouornent-
Biele,3 tr SPly Bill: third reading-LoonBill,~~~ I~3tidrag-Chines Imnigration Act
Amendment Bill! in acomtnittoe-Legul Practi-
tionersi Dil consIderaton of Legilative Concil,.
mreadmentS-Tauiff Bill: seon reading-Ad.
Jourinent.

THE SPEAKER took the chair
4-30 p.m.

at

PRAYERS.

EAST PERTH BRIORFIELDS.
MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT.

MR. CANINlG: I wish to move the
adjournment of the House to debate a
matter of urgent importance; that is, the
present condition of the old brickflelds in
the Easternpart of the city. Their condi-
tion, at present, is a danger to people
going about after dark. The excavations
are nearly full of water, and they are forI
the most part unprotected. A serious
accident may occur there at any time.
Moreover, their condition, at present, is a
source of danger to the public health.
When the hot weather sets in we shall
have large poois of stagnant water, that

will drain away very slowly, and, whilst
evaporating, disease might germinate
there, and be carried all over the town.
In any ease, these brickfields, in their pre-
sent condition, are a source of great in-
convenience and discomfort to the resi-
dents of the neighbourhood, being a hot-
bed for mosquitoes. But a graver reason
for some action being taken in order to
rectify the present state of things is the
menace to the public health. If disease
arose in that part of the town, the proba-
bility is it would spread aDl over the town.
Although the origin of disease is some-
what obscure, it is generally conceded
that stagnant water is one very serious
source of disease. Moreover, the present
appearance of this spot is a blot upon the
appearance of the town. But that, per-
haps, -would not be considered a suifficient
reason for incurring any considerable ex-
peuse in filling up these excavations.

THE PREMIER (Ron. Sir T. Forrest):
What are the City Council about?

MR. CANNING: I am now dratwing
attention to a. matter that concerns the
whole community. If the City Council
fails to do its duty, it is the duty of the
Government to step in.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir 3. Forrest):
No representations have been made to the
Government on the subject by anybody.

MR. CANNING: There are general
complaints ever since the brickfields have
been deserted ; and I think that immediate

stp Ihud be taken, firstly, to enclose the
landwithua sufficient fence, and to drain it,
which, I suppose, would not be a very
difficuilt matter-it must be on a some-
what higher level than the river. Prob-
ably the work of filling it up would be a
more costly operation; but against that
we way place the value of the lead that
would be made available for sale, and for
building and other purposes. I think,
having called attention to the matter, the
Government might very fairly send some
competent official from 'the Works De-
partment to report upon it; and, if they
take action forthwith, they will give
general satisfaction to the people residing
in that part of the city.

THE: PREMIER (Hon. SirSJ. Forrest):
It is not very long ago since the hon.
member himself came with a deputation
to the Government asking us to keep
these very brickfields open; and the Gov-
ermnent, at their request, kept them open
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for six months. No representations have
been made to us since they have been
closed, bythosewhohavethecareof the city
-the Municipal Council, or by the Local
Board of Health-that these briekfields
are unhealthy, and I very much question
if they are. As for stagnant water creat-
ing disease, I am very much surprised,
if that be so, that people are not poisoned
every day, all over the colony. No doubt
it would be a good thing if these holes
were filled up, but I am not prepared to
fill them up at the eresent moment.
When we are approached on the subject
by those who are responsible for the care
of the city or the public health, we will
be glad to listen to what they have
to say, and to meet them as far as we
can.

Mnt. CANqNING: It is true I did intro-
duce a deputation some time ago, and
the object of the deputation was to in-
duce the Government to keep the brick-
fields open a short time longer, before
dlosing them. These briekfields had been
in existence for something like 20 years,
and the only reason for keeping them
open a little longer was that it would be a,
great inconvenience to the building trade,
and would throw a lot of people out of
employment, if they were suddenly closed
up. But some time has elapsed since
then, and the fields, having been closed,
now lie unprotected, a source of danger
and a great nuisance.

M.a. TRAYIJEN: It would ill become
me to speak slightingly of any* real danger
to the health of the inhabitants of the
city, but has the hon. member not made
the case somewhat stronger than it isP
He has referred, in the abstract, to stag-
nant water being a source of disease.
But surely that depends upon the condi-
tions. Stagnant water in a swamp is, no
doubt, productive of malarial fever, but
stagnant water in a clay pan is a very
different thing; so that I do not think the
case is so dangerous as has been repre-
sented by the hon. mnember. As for
danger from accidents, because the place
is unfenced, it has been in the same un-
protected state in the past, and I have
never heard of an accident there. At the
same time, T hope that the Government
will be in a position to protect the place
with a fence, and get rid of these stagnant
pools.

Question put and negatived.

FREMANTLE WATER SUPPLY BILL,

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

LOAN BILL, 1898.
Read a third time, and transmitted to

the Legislative Council.

CHINESE IMMIrGRATION BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1.- Repeal of certain sections
of existing Acts":-

Put and passed.
Clause 2.-"1 Exemption of naturalised

Chinese ":
Put and passed.
Cluse 3.-" No labourer of the Chinese

race shall be imported or brought into the
colony under the provisions of the Im-
ported Labour Registry Act, 1884, in
contravention of any of the provisions of
the principal Act ":-

Tan, PREMIER (Ron. Sir 3. Forrest),
without comment, moved, as an aimend-
ment, that the following words be added
at the end of the clause: "4Nor shall any
" such labourer be imported or brought
"into the colony by any person of the
"Chinese race."

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, agreed to.
Clauses 4, 5, and 6 -
Agreed to, without discussion.
New clause:
Ma. RICHARDSON moved that the

following new clause be added to the
Bill: " The word I'one,' in the second
" line of the eighth section of the princi-
"9pal Act , is hereby repealed, and the word
"'two' shall be read in lieu thereof."
The effect of this would be to allow two
Chinamen instea of one to be introduced
for every 500 tons of a vessel's tonnage.

THE PREMIER (Ron. Sir 3. Forrest)
said he might suggest to the hon. member,
in Uis own interest, he thought, that he
should move to report progress, in order
that the amended Imported Labour Regis-
try Bill, which was about to be intro-
duced, might be on the table. Re thought
the hon. member would be in a. better
position to deal with the question then.

MR. RICHARDSON thereupon moved
that progress be reported, and leave asked
to sit again.

Question put and passed.
Progress reported.

Eaet Perth Brickfields



746 Legal Practitioners Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Trf il

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS BILL.
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

The House went into committee to con-
sider the amendments made by the Legie-
lative Council in this Bill. The amend-
ments were as follows:

"1No. I.-On page 6, Clause 15, sub-
clause (di), line 7, between the
words ' board' and 'his,' insert

constituted by the Acts hereby
repealed, or any of them."'

"No. 2.-On page 6, Clause 15, add
the following words to the end
of the clause: ' and is admitted
a practitioner within twelve
months thereafter."'

"No. 3.-On. page 7, Clause 28, line 7,
strike out the words Ithe same
penalty and process of attach-
ment,' and insert 'in the same
manner' in lieu thereof."

"No. 4.-On page 7, Clause 27, lines
I and 2, strike out the words
' the last preceding Section,' and
insert ' this Act' in lieu there-
of."

"No. 5.-On page 8, Clause 31, line 3,
between the words'I act 'and I'or,'
insert ' (unless such incapacity
is caused by the practitioner be-
ing struck off the roll or sus-
pended from piractice).'

Amendients Nos. 1 to 4 inclusive:
Put and passed.
Mn. RICHARDSON. referring to the

fifth amendment, said he understood that
the effect of this amendment would be to
limit a solicitor's right to fall back upon
the usual scale of charges, instead of a
contract price, in the event of that soli-
citor being Struck off the roll or sus-
pended from praetice. He could not let
the clause go again without expressing
regret that the committee hacl not agreed
to strike out the clause altogether. He
believed it was a clause that was abso-
lutely unknown in any other business ar-
rangement-1where a 'man entered into a
contract to do a thing for a certin Iu
sum, that he should afterwards be allowe
to fall back upon a higher scale of charges.
A solicitor might only have done one-thirdI
of the work he agreed to do, and yet the
charges for that one-third might exceed
the contract price for the whole job.

Mu. RL. F. SHOLLa thought the Legis-
lative Council's amendment was an in-

provement to the Bill, so far as it went,
but he was sorry the clause was not struck
out when he moved it. It only showed
how members were prepared to swallow
any Eml, so long as it was introduced by
the present Government.

Amendment agreed to.
Ordered-That a Message be trans-

mitted to the Legislative Council, inform-
ing them that the Assembly had agreed
to the amendments made by them in the
Bill.

TARIFF BILL.
SECOND READING.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir T. Forrest):
Sir, in rising to move the second reading
Of this Bill, I may remind members that,
at the end of last session, almost the laut
day of the session, a resolution was carried
in this House asking the Government to
appoint a Commission to deal with this
matter of the ameudment of the tariff.
The Government opposed that motion. I
do not think I happened to be in the
Rou *se, myself, at the tine, but my hon.
friend the Attorney General opposed it,
on the ground that it was undesirable
that a Commission should be appointed,
and that it would he better for the Gov-
ernment to deal with the question, there-
by throwing the whole responsibility upon
the Government. The House, however,
on that occasion, did not agree with
that, and the resolution was passed that
a, Commission be appointed to dTeal with
the matter. The Governiment, acting in
accordance with the wishes of the House,
appointed a Commission; and, in appoint-
ing gentlemen to sit on that Commission,
we were fortunate, I think, in Securing
men of considerable experience and ability,
and who were well acquainted with the
subject they had to deal with. The re-
port of the Commission was received in
due course by the Government, and we
found ourselves in somewhat of a dilemma.
A Commission, appointed at the desire of
this Mouse, by the Government, brought
up certain recom mendations, and we found
ourselves in this position:- we either had.
to agree with the recommendations of the
Commission, and altogether Sikour own
views, or else we had to ignore, to some
extent, the decision arrived at by the
gentlemen appointed by the Government
to deal with this very important question.
In the end, we decided to almost follow
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the conclusions arrived at by the Commis-
sion, and we started upon our work with
a desire to alter as little as possible the
conclusions they arrived at. I do not
know whether this statement of mine will
be coincided in by the members of the
Commission, some of them being also
members of this House; but we strove
not to alter their recommendations when
we could avoid it. The result of the de-
liberations of the Commission, as altered
by the Government, is to be found in the
Schedule attached to this Bill. I am
sure that not only the Government but
the colony at large will be grateful to these
gentlemen who gave so much attention
and went to so much trouble in dealing
with this important question. They had
a very difficult task-a very difficult task
indeed-to perforn, and a task which
they knew well when they began it could
not result in giving satisfaction to every-
one. Everyone wants as much as he can
get for himself, there is no doubtwbatever.
In reading the evidence of the witnesses,
or in speaking on the subject with any-
one, you winl find that everyone has a de-
sire to get as much as he can for the
industry he represents or is connected
with. It is therefore impossible that the
result of the deliberations of any set of
men, however able and however compe-
tent, could result in giving satisfaction to
everyone. There is one point that we
have to keep always before us in dealing
with the tariff-aid I am glad to say
that the members of the Commission kept
it before them-and that is to take care
that the revenue of the colony is not
seriously interfered with. The terms of
the Commission appointing them, and also
the exigencies of the position, required
that to be kept steadily in view. While
we are engaged in constructing public
works and incurring large liabilities,
everyone knows and feels that we must
have revenue to meet those liabilities and
to carry on the government of the country.
If we take away that source of revenue
which the Government derive through the
Customs, the only alternative is that
revenue must be provided from some
other source. The Government must be
provided with the necessary funds some-
how. I do not think that anyone who
goes through the schedules of this Bill
will be able to say that it is either a Free
Trade* tariff or a Protection tariff. I

think everyone will admit that it is a
revenue tariff, but with a good savouring
of protection in many particulars. I can
inform members that the duties proposed
in the six schedules of the Bill, if they
had been in force during last year, would
not have resulted in any loss to the
revenue, calculated on the basis of the
existing tariff. On the contrary, there
would have been a slight addition to the
revenue. I am not in a position to say
exactly how much, but, I think, from
£10,000 to £220,000. Probably about
£15,000 more revenue would have been
derived last year if the proposed duties
bad then been in force, and if the same
class of goods and the same quantities
were imported. Members will notice that
there is one important omission in the
proposals of the Government, which
was recommended by the Commission,
and that is an excise duty upon colonial
beer. The Government came to the
conclusion that it was not an oppor-
tune time ait present. to deal with that
matter, and that it would require a
considerable amount of machinery and a
big Act of Parliament in order to effec-
tually deal with that question. Consider-
ing all the circumstances, and the position
we are in at the present moment, Parlia-
ment having been already a considerable
time in session, and also considering the
difficulties surrounding the administration
of excise duties, we decided we would not
deal with the matter at the present time.
Under the Constitution Act, as members
are aware, it is not Epossible for anyone in
this House to propose any addition to the
duties that are named in the schedules of
this Bill. No tax, no impost, or extra
taxation can be dealt with in this House,
under our Constitution Act, unless it is
recommended to the House by a Message
from the Governor. Therefore I1 can well
understand that members feel themselves
in a difficulty in dealing with this ques-
tion, because, although they have power
to reduce, they have no power-to increase
the duties mentioned in these schedules. I
can only promise members this: that if
there is a strong opinion expressed that
there should be am increase upon any item
in this Bill, the Government will carefully
consider the matter. I will now proceed
to deal with a few of the items contained
in the schedules of the Bill, more particu-
larly referring in the first lace to those
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items in respect of which the Govern-
ment have not agreed to the recommnenda-
tion of the Commission. I am glad to say,
although there are some of them vrq
important, still they are not very numer-
out. The first item is "Ale, Beer, and
Stout, in wood," on which the Commission
recommended a duty of Is. 6d. per gallon.
The Government have reduced that, and
made it Is. 3d. In regard to "MAe, Beer,
and Stout, in bottles," the Commission
recommended a duty of 2s. a gallon, and
the Government have fixed it at Is. 6d.
In the late or existing tariff the duty was
Is. a gallon all round, and I think if we
put Is. 3d. -upon ale and beer in wood,
and Is. 6d. upon bottled beer we are put-
ting as big a duty as is reasonable at the
present time. In the case of "4 Cement,"
the Commission proposed to reduce the
duty to Is., but the Government propose
to leave it at 2s., which is the present duty.
We see no reason why we should re-
duce the duty on cement. It may be
said it will interfere with the building
trade; but I do not see why those who
build should not contribute to the revenue
as well as other people. The -next item I
come to, as to which the Government have
not been able to agree with the Commis-
sion, is a very imiportant on e, and that is
"1Flour." The Commission proposed a
duty of 30s. per ton, whereas the Govern.
ment recommend that it should only
be 20s. per ton, the same as unde4r
the former tariff. Speaking for myself,
I do not attach much importance to the
proposed increase, as some members do.
1 do not think it matters very much
whether the duty is 20s. or 30s. ; it cer-
tainly would not matter much to the con-
sumner, although I am aware that many
people think it would. I find the in-
creased duty of 10s. per ton recommended
by the Commission would only amount to
Id. on eight loaves of bread. In my own
establishment in Perth, I do not believe
we eat eight loaves a week, and this in-
crease would not be more than I d. per
week, so far as my own house is con-
cerned. Still, there are many people who
place a great deal of importance upon
this extra duty, snd they have to be con-
sidered-especially the Northern people,
who have to buy the whole of their flour,
and go to great expense in getting it up.
We have to consider the wishes of these
Northern people in the same way as we

consider the wishes of people in other parts
of the colony. There seems to be a general
impression abroad that the duty on this
article, which is called the " staff of life,"
anud which I believe is a very good thing-
although personally I do not eat very
much of it- should not be increased; and
for that reason the Government have de-
cided to leave the duty on flour at 20s., as
it is at present. The next item is " Gram."
The Commission proposed that the duty
on gram should be reduced to 4d., whereas
the Government think it may be left as it
is, at 6d. "Maize," again; the Comimis-
sion proposed to reduce the duty on maize
from 6d. to 4d.' but the Government see
no reason for it. Then I come to "1Pot-
lard," the duty on which the Commission
reduced from 20s. to 109., but the Govern-
ment think the duty might be fairly left as
it is in the present tariff. We are always
talking about encouraging the agricul-
turist, whom some people call the " back-
bone of the colony "-though others say
not. For my part I think he deserves
every consideration. He is engaged in
hard and laborious work, and has a
great many diffculties to contend
with, in turning the wilderness into a
cultivated place; and I have always,
whenever I had an opportunity of dealing
with the question, had my sympathies
with the producer, who ought to be pro-
tected so far as we can. Therefore I
think there is no good reason for reduc-
ing the duty on pollard from 20s. to 10s.
In regard to the next item, " Spirits," the
Government have adhered to the recom-
mendations of the Commission, but have
added the definition (omitted by the
Commission) that it shall be proof spirit.
Anything in addition should pay an
extra duty. In regard to " Wool Bales,"
the Commission proposed a reduction from
4d. to 2d. ; but the Government consider
it better to leave the duty as it is. A
wool bale holds a good deal of wool-eZ
or £8 worth-and 4d. a bale is not such
a large duty, and I do not see why we
should reduce it to 2d.

MR. RinansoNr: We wanted to put
them on about the samne footing as sacks.

THE; PREMILER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
I now come to the Second Schedule (6
per cent.); and here ag-ain we had to
make a few alterations from the recom-
mendations of the Commission. The first
item is " Boards (planed, tongued, and
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grooved)," which the Commission have
put on the 5 per cent. list. I see no reason
why these worked boards should come in
at such a low rate; I would rather see
them come in in the rough, and worked
up in the colony. So we have put them
on the 20 per cent. list in the same cate-
gory as " Architraves, Mouldings, and
Skirting Boards." We have also re-
moved "1Books " from the S per cent. list
to the free list, where they were before,
and always have been, I believe. It
seems to me we should encourage, in every
way we can, the introduction of literature
for the people of the colony.

MR. RIcns-nDSON: a you keep) out
the rubbish?

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
I do not believe that a 5 per cent. duty
would keep out rubbish. There is one
very important matter we have dlone in
connection with this schedule. We have
removed from the 5 per cent. list, where
the Commission had placed them, the
following goods: "Calicoes ;" "Clothing,
piece goods ;" "1Cotton, piece goods ;"
anad "1Textile, piece goods,"-these we
have removed to the 10 per cent. list.
This, I believe, will give rise to a certain
amount of irritation to those who are en-
gaged in the tailoring business in the
colony. But I would point out that at
present there is no difference whatever
made between the raw material (as we
may call them) and the made-up goods,
-they both bear an ad valorem duty of
12" per cent.; whereas, in the proposi-
tion of the Government, the raw material
for working up in the colony only pays 10
per cent., while the made-up goods will have
to pay 15 per cent. That was the recoin-
mendation of theCommission,-that " Ap-
parel and Slops " should be introduced at
15 per cent. I have taken some trouble,
in the short time at my disposal, to look
into this matter, to see how it is dealt with
in the other colonies, and whether any
great difference is made between -unmade
goods and those that are made up. I
find there is no difference whatever made
in New South Wales, where both apparel
and slops and these piece goods have to
pay 10 per cent. There is no difference
made in favour of the man who works up
the piece goods in the colony. In Queens-
land and South Australia a difference of
10 per cent. it made between the unmade
article and the made-up article. In Tas-

'mania, there is only a difference of 2j per
cenat.; while in Victoria, the most protec-
tive colony, having as much as from 40
to 50 per cent. duty upon this class of
goods, the only difference made between
the unmade article and that made up is
from 5 to l0per cent. I could not find out
what the duty on calicoes is in Victoria,
but in dealing with cloth piece goods and
textile piece goods, the facts are as I have
stated. If we were to follow the report
of the Commission on all these goods-
calicoes, clothing, piece goods, cotton
piece goods, and textile piece goods -and
place them on the 5 per cent. list, we
would reduce them from the l21 per cent.,
where they are now, and the colony would
lose between £6,000 and £7,000 a year.

MR. RrduAnnSOW: We made it up by
the excise duty on beer.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir 3. Forrest):
I do not think we are in a position at the
present time to lose between £6,000 and
£7,000 a year under this head. Consider-
ing that, hitherto, the raw material and
the made up article both had to bear the
same duty, with no margin whatever in
favour of the local manufactuirer, I think,
if we allow a margin of S per cent., we are
at any rate doing something to assist those
who make up clothes in the colony. I
think I may say more, too. We must
look at our circumstances as they are at
present--though I hope they may be
different some day; a, great many of the
poorer classes of people depend very much,
if not entirely, upon the imported made-
up goods for their children, as they
get'them, very cheap. I think some time
must elapse before we can get these slop
goods for children, or even for men, made
up here and sold at a price anything like
so cheap as the imported article. The
Government must always have their eyes
on the Treasury chest in dealing with
these matters, and I think we have gone
as far as we can do in this direction, un-
less there is some other means found for
raising this revenue. For my own part,
I do not think it is advisable to allow all
these goods to come in at as low a rate as
proposed by the Commission. I now come
to another matter not dealt with by the
Conunission at all -,and, as I see there is
on the Notice Paper a proposal by the hon.
member for South Fremantle relating to
the samne subject-the duty on unmnanu-
factured leaf tobacco-I will take this
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opportunity of dealing with that article:-
I have no doubt that before the hon.
member gave notice of his intention to
move for a reduction in the duty on this
article, which affects the revenue so
largely, he looked into the question very
carefully, otherwise he would not have
moved in the direction he intends to
move, being a business man, and a man
who always thinks before he acts. But I
must say that the data be has before him
must be different altogether from what I
have. I think if the bon. member had
the information which I have, he would
never have proposed to move in the direc-
tion he has; and I take it that when that
information is given to him, and to this
House, the hon. member will not proceed
with his motion. I assure him that his
iproposal to reduce the duty on unmanu-
factured tobacco would never do. What
are the figures? PTn 1890. when the
tobacco factory was started at Fremantle,
the duty upon manufactured. tobacco im-
ported into the colony amounted to
£22,506, and the duty on the unmau-
factured article was £408. making to-
gether the sum of £22,915. There was
also a sum of £2,354 received in duty

'upon imported cigars, which mnade the
total from tobacco. and cigars during the
year 1890 amount to £25,269. In the
following year, 1891-which was the first
year really that this factory was in fall
swing, for it could not have imported
any unmanufactured tobacco before-the
amount of duty received fromt the manu-
factured article fell from £22,506 to
£15,882. On the other hand, the duty up-
on the unmanufactured saicle amounted
to £29,890, or a total of £25,742. In
the same year the duty received from
cigars-people seem to have got a greater
liking for cigars after the introduction of
Responsible Government - amounted to
£4,134; which brought up. the total to
£229,876. In 1892, although the popula-
tion of the colony was increasing very
largely-I think they must have all been
non-smokers, or else all had taken to
smoke cigars-the revenue received from
manufactured tobacco fell to £15,702, as
compared with £222,506 in 1890; while
the duty on the unmanufactured leaf
amounted to £7,589, making the total
duty for tobacco during 1892 of £23,291,
as against £25,742 in the previous year.
There was an increase in cigars of about

£21,800, but the total revenue from to-
bacco during 1892, although the popula-
tion had largely increased, was less than
for 1891, by about £1,000. I investigated
the matter with the Collector of Customs
some time ago, as I could not make out
how it was that, although our population,
as I say, was increasing, and it was a
good year for spending money, the total
revenue received from the manufactured
and unnianufactured article in 1892 was
less than in 1891. After investigating
the whole business as well as I could,
with the assistance of the Collector of
Customs, we came to the conclusion that,
in 1891, the colony lost £25,680 in revenue
through the establishment of this factory
at Fremantle, and that in 1892 we lost
£3,794; so that in two years the colony
lost £9,474 through this factory. We
took it that the leaf tobacco produced llb.
weight for weight with the manufactured
article, and, if introduced as made tobacco,
it would have paid Is. higher rate. I think
that £9,474 is a considerable amount
for this colony to lose in two years
upon one article. In the report of the
Collector of Customs sent to mue, writing
on this subject, he says: "The accom-

panying table, showing the operation of
"the local tobacco factory upon the im-
"portation of manufactured leaf, shows

di that where the revenue has actually
" suffered is in the difference of duty
" between the manufactured and unanu-
" factured article, this difference, it may
"1be observed, practically going from the
"Treasury chest into the manufacturers'
"pockets." A great deal has been said

by members about encouraging native
industries. I call it a native industry
where the raw material is grown in the
colony, and can be manufactured for use
in the colony and for export. But where
the raw material has all to be imported,
purchased in another country, and the
revenue of the colony sustains a. large
loss, I really cannot see that there is any
advantage in having an industry of that
kind. I make these observations so as to
anticipate the motion of which the hon.
member for South Fremantle has given
notice, and in order that the bon. member
may be in possession of the views of the
Government on the subject, and be able
to argue his case more forcibly when he
is moving that the duty up~on unmnanu-
factured tobacco be reduced. In the Third
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Schedule (10 per cent.) no great devia-
tions have been made by the Government
from the recommendation of the Commis-
sion. The principal alteration, probably,
will be found in the item "1Timber (sawn,
rough or hewn) "-in other words, un-
worked timber-which the Commission
placed on the 5 per cent, list, and which
we have removed to the 10 per cent, list.
The Government have dealt with the
timber business in this way: timber in
baulk, of any kind, introduced into the
colony, we propose shall pay a duty of
5 per cent. The Commission, I believe,
proposed that kauri pine should be ad-
mitted duty free; but I do not see why
kauri pine should'be admitted free any
more than North American, pine ?

MR. RicuAnsoN: It is used for boat-
building.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
At any rate we see no reason why all im-
ported timber should not pay the same
duty. If the timber is unworked timber,
that is, timber cut into slabs or planks,
we propose to charge a duty of 10 per
cent. upon it; and if it is worked up into
furniture or anything else, we propose to
charge a 20 per cent, duty. That is
the proposal of the Government: timber
in baulk, 5 per cent; timber, 10 per
cent.; and worked timber, 20 per cent.
In doing that we think we shall be
acting consistently throughout. In fixing
the duty on baulk timber at 5 per cent.,
there is a margin of 5 per cent. in favour
of those who may wish to cut it up into
slabs or planks; and there is a margin of
15 per cent. if they like to work that tim-
ber up. We hope by that means to en-
courage local manufacture. In the item,
" Wheels for Carts, Carriages, and
Wagons," the Government propose to
make a difference between carriage wheels
and cart or wagon wheels. The Commis-
sion have included all wheels in the 20
per cent. list, but we propose to remove
carriages to th 0per cet. lit. Tey
are almost aliportd and ver few are

mae in te colony, and for that reaon
we do not tin they should bertoo high
a duty, seeing that it would confer little
or no frenefit upon local manufacturers.
But with regard to cart and waggon
wheels, we propose to leave a duty of 20
per cent. on these, as recommended by
the Commission, because they can be
made, and are made, in the colony. Then

T come to the Fourth Schedule (15 per
cent.), which is an important one, being
the schedule that covers all articles that
axe not otherwise enumerated. Here
again there are very few alterations in the
proposals of the Commission. The first
item altered is " Tanks," which tbe Gov-
ernment have removed to the 10 per cent.
list. The next is " Plated Ware," which
we have put on the 15 per cent. list. We
have done so for this reason: everyone
uses platedware now-a-days. The old
steel fork is altogether out of date, and
everyone uses the plated article in these
days. The Government have inserted in
this 15 per cent. schedule the following
item: "Printed, lithographed, or other-
wise mechanically produced Forms, Cir-
culars, and Prospectuses," which we think
can be very well produced ii the clony.
Those are the only changes we have made
in the 15 per cent. Schedule. In the
Fifth Schedule (20 per cent.) we have
made one very important alteration, and
that is in regard to the item " Perambula-
tars." The Commission proposed a duty
of 20 per cent. on perambulators. [MR.
RrcnxnDsoy: Because they obstruct the
footpaths.] The Government think that
is too much, and we propose to reduce it
to 10 per cent. The only other schedule
I have to refer to is thd Free List. We
have added "Books, printed, f or reading,"
to this list;i the Commission proposed a
duty of 5 per cent. on them. We have
also put "Copybooks and Slates for
Schools " on the free list; and " Printing
Paper," which the Commission had placed
on the 5 per cent, list; it was on the
free list before, and we see no reason
why it should be removed. With regard
to "Immigrants' Tools and Effects," the
Commission increased the value that could
be admitted free of duty from £10 to
X100. We think that is too high a jump,
and we propose to make it X50, which we
consider a reasonable amount to admit
duty free. I am afraid that if we left it
at £100 it would lead to attempts to
evade the Customs, and I think that for
all practical purposes a £50 limit will be
found to answer satisfactorily. We have
also inserted in the free list "1Specie,
Bullion, and Coin ;" also " Stones and
Slates for Municipalities," which were
formerly on the free list. We have also
included " Uniformns, Defence Forces," in
this list. They are imported on behalf of
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the Government, and therefore come in
free of duty, as they did before. Even
uniforms for Government officials were
admitted free before, but the Government
do not propose that now, but only un-
forms for members 43f the Defence Forces.
All other kind of uniforms will have to
pay. As I have already said, we have
struck out 11Kauri pine" from the free
list, and put it on the 5 per cent.
" Poultry " we have also struck out, and
put on the 10 per cent. list; and "1Sheath-
Ing " we have removed to the 5 per cent.
Schedule. I have now gone through all
the items that have occurred to me, where
the Government have made ay changes
in the proposals of the Commission. When
we go into comimittee, members will have
an opportunity of discussing every single
item, and dealing with it separately. I
feel somewhat in an awkward position in
dealing with this tariff, because, as I
have already said, it is not our tariff ; it
is not a. tariff which the Government
have brought in of their own accord. It
is a tariff which has been compiled by a
Commission appointed by this House, and
which the Government have merely adopt-
ed and altered in a few particulars. We,
perhaps, did not feel so much attached to
to it as if it were our own child. I
say that, not because Ilam not thoroughly
thankful to the Commission for their
great labour, b-ut because 1 do not think
it is quite the right way of dealing
with the question. We have done the
best we could in the circumstances. We
have availed ourselves of the knowledge
and experience of the Commission, and
we have also brought to hear on the
subject any knowledge we have our-
selves as members of the Government.
I can only say, in conclusion, that if
there is any strong expression of opinion
on the part of the House that the duty on
any item should be raised, I will not
make any promise as to what action the
Government may take, beyond this:- that
we shall give it our very grave and care-
ful consideration. I beg to move the
second reading.

Mn.. RICHARDSON: As my hon.
friend the Chairman of the Commission
that was appointed to inquire into this
tariff does not see& very anxious to
rush into the breach, perhaps it is only
fitting that some member of the Conmmis-
sion should deal, to some extent, with the

alterations which the Government, in
their wisdom, have introduced,'aad with
some of the argunments of the Premier in
their defence. No doubt the Goverment
will take in all good part any criticism
that members may make with reference
to their alterations. The Premier told
us, on behalf of the Government, that
this tariff is not their own child, but
a child of their adoption, and that, there-
fore, they were not so much attached to
it. Perhaps the menmbers of the Comis-a
sion feel that it is their offspring, and,
therefore, feel a little mare concerned
about its limbs being mutilated in the
way they have been. It does appear to
me that the Government, in interfering
with this offspring of the Commission,

have subjected it to a treatment which
can be described b y no other term than
absolute mutilation, It does not appear
to me that the alterations made have
been made upon any principle at all. It
looks more like tinkering with it than
anything else. Whatever might be said
about the tariff being at bastard one, and
being neither a protective tariff nor a
free trade tariff, there is this to be
said: that the. Comm ission had a tariff
already before them to deal with, and
that tariff was, to a. certain extent, a pro-
tective tariff, and our instructions were
that we must not interfere with the
revenue, and we had to keep that fact.
strongly before us. I do not mean to
say that many members of the Comission
would have been in favour of an absolute
protective tariff. It must be borne in mind
that an absolute protective duty slates the
revenue, and were told not to interfere
with the revenue. Therefore the Comn-
mission decided they could not entertain
anything in the nature of an absolutely
protective tariff; and there is no duty in
this revised tariff beyond 20 per cent.,
which was the maximum of the old tariff .
The Commission took another line in
favour of encourgn local industries,
and that was, to mke such a difference
as they could between the imported article
and the raw material-that is to say, to
reduce the duty on the raw material re-
qired by the local manufacturer, so as to
leave him a fair margi to work upon.
I mean to say that-so far as you can
go; I do not mean to say you can go very
far-but, so far a you tan go, I mean to
say that it is a preferable way of doing
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it, and for this reason: it does not in-
crease the cost to the consumer, while at
the same time it is giving very valuable
help to the manufacturer, Furthermore,
there is this to be said: the Commnission
kept largely in view that very important
consideration, the cost of living to the
comm-unity. It must be remembered that
to a married man, living on wages, and
bringing up a family, and in whose
households certain articles are largely
consumed, it is a very important matter
indeed that those articles--ousistently
with the revenue being kept vp-should
be made as cheap as possible. And it
will be found, in the recommendations of
the Commission, that a great many of
those articles were brought into the 5 per
cent, list, and, -where specific duties were
levied, a great slice of the duty was
struck off. I may further say that, in
order to adjust the revenue, we proposed
to make up any deficiency caused by this
reduction in the duties upon the neces-
saries of life from other sourees, and one
source was a little increased duty on beer
and spirits and an excise duty on beer.
We proposed to ease off the duties upon
the daily requirements of families, and to
make it up to the revenue by increasing
the duties upon articles of luxury, such
as champagne, beer, and spirits, which
can well afford to pay a high duty with-
out pressing upon the general community.
But the Government have completely cap-
sized that principle, and left the recoin-
niendation of the Commission utterly
stranded, without any sound or consistent
principle running through them at all.
We have some difficulty in arriving at the
reason why the Government should have
been so very tender and timid about an
excise duty on colonial beer. We cannot
divine the reason. Possibly there may
be something beyond our ken, and which
we cannot get at. I do not think it is
sufficient to say that there would he a
difficulty in levying the duty. There is
another thing:- if we had attempted to in-
crease the duty on imported beer, and, on
the other hand, levying no excise duty on
the colonial article, we would have been
la ~igstraight into the pocets of the
ocal brewers. I maintain it is an abso-

lute necessity as a matter of justice, that
we should ILp the balance by the impo-
sition of an excise duty. The Govern-
ment have split the difrence by not

placing such a high duty on imported
beer as the Commission recommended, and
leaving out the excise duty altogether.
It is no compromise at all, because what-
ever extra duty they put on the imported
article must go into the pockets of the
local brewers. The Commission, from the
evidence we had before us, were satisfied
that the local brewers were prepared to
accept an excise duty; in fact, we had an
admission from one of the witnesss that
an excise duty of 2d. a gallon would not
be received with any great amount of
antagonism or opposition, provided the
duty on the imported article was in-
creased. Therefore, I cannot help ex-
pressing regret that the Government did
not preserve intact that portion of the re-
commendations of the Commission, be-
cause I1 maintain it would have resulted
in maintaining the balance of the revenue,
and enable -us at the same time to reduce
the duties upon the necessaries of life.
We will allow that the Government have
accepted our recommendation as regards
the reduction on the sugar duty-a re-
commendation which had a double-bar-
relled application; because sugar may be
said to be one of the necessaries of life,
and at the samne time the reduction en-
courages the production of some of our
local industries, and particularly the pre-
serving of our fruits. We believe, or say,
that we are going to be a large fruit-pro-
ducing country. I think, myself, it will
be a disgrace to us -in future years if we
import anything in the shape of bottled
fruits or jams. Hitherto it has been a
great hindrance to the development of
that industry, this duty on sugar. Then
I come to another necessity of life-kero-
sene. The duty at present is absolutely
absurd, being about 100 per cent. on the
first cost of the article where it is pro-
duced.

Tun PaRxiER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
It is very cheap now.

MR. RICHARDSON: It is not cheap
compared with the price it is bought at in
the countries where it is produced. There
is another unanswerable argument for re-
ducing the duty upon kerosene, and that
is: it is a, useful motive power; and there
is no place in the country that does not
use it: largely. This is the point that we
insist upon: when we have a Commission
recommending changes the net result of
which would not only have produced no
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loss in the revenue but absolutely in-
creased it, I maintain that the Govern-
mnent (I will almost say) bad no right to
interfere in the reductions that were so
largely desired.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Who desired them?

MR. RICHARDSON: The whole com-
munity. Surely the community desire to
live as cheap as the 'y can.

THE COMMISSIONER OF CROWnq Lxns
(Hon. W. E. Marrmion): Why dlid you
put an increased duty on flour thenP

Ma. RICHARDSON: Personally, I
would prefer it to be off ; but we had the
interests of all parts of the community to
consider, and not one section. We felt
there is a large farming interest which is
entitled to some consideration, and so we
proposed a slight increase in that particu-
lar article. But it cannot fairlyv be said
that it is likely to be much felt by
the consuming community. Then, again,
there are all these reductions which the
Commission proposed .in piece goods,
calicoes, and other textiles, which are
so largely used in every family, and
which would have encouraged the mak-

ige up of these things in the colony.
Teduty on these we brought down to 5

per cent., but the Government, in their
widom, have doubled it. Then there is
cement, which we reduc ed to Is., but
which the Government have made 2s. I
maintain that we ought, as far as possible,
to encourage the building trade. We
want people to build houses, and to build
thenm well.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Plenty of good lime.

MR. RICHARDSON: That does not
serve the purpose of cement.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
We cannot stand all these reductions;
that is the reason. You put it all on
beer.

MR. RICHA DSON: Not all on beer,
but other luxuries as well. Then we come
to agricultural produce. The Premier
argued on one side when talking about
flour, but on a different side when talking
about Pollard. Why we reduced the
duty a little on bran and pollard. was
because they axe most valuable and. neces-
ary articles required in the production

of butter and other dairy purposes.
Oats, again: the Commission reduced
the duty to 3d., but the Government

put it back to 4d1. The Premier, when
arguing against the increase of duty on
flour, said we must consider the claims of
otr Northern people. Of course we must.
But surely, if we have no right to put on
any duties that are against the in-
terests of the Northern community,
we had a right to consider them when we
came to deal with what is the chief fodder
for their horses, namely, oats and bran.
Yet the Premier will not allow them a
little concession of Id. a bushel on their
oats. If there is one agricultural pro-

dcthtcannot be successfully produced
in this country, as against importations,
it is oats. Our climate is not suitable,
and the Commission thought, as they were
increasing the duty on flour, they would
make it up a little to the Northern peo-
ple by reducing the duty on oats and
bran. The Premier has made some
allusion to wool bales, which he thought
could stand a duty of 4d1. The Commis-
sion considered this point when dealing
with bags and sacks, a very important
item for the agricultural community.
We thought it desirable to have bags
and sacks put on the 5 per cent. list, and,
to keep up some sort of consistency, to
reduce the duty on wool bales, in the in-
terests of the pastoral community. As
we proposed it, the duty would have been
about the same on both. Then there is
copper sheathing, which we put on the
free list, but upon which the Government
propose to charge 5 per cent. I think if
there is one local industry we want to

-keep up it is the boat-building trade.
We particularly recommended that kaun
pine should also be put on the free list, to
encourage this industry. It was in evi-
dence before us that the duty on this
wood militated very seriously against the
success of our boat-building industry.
Our builders find it impossible to com-
pete with the Singapore builders, for the
want of some soft wood suitable for boat-
building; and an instanfee was quoted
where boats had gone away to Singapore
and even to New Zealand to be repaired,
because they could be done cheaper there
than here, because our builders axe han-
dicapped with the duty on this kauri
pine, which seems to be the favourite
wood for this purpose. So we thought
that in the interests of boat-building, and
to prevent the trade running anay from
Fremantle, we would let it in free. But
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the Government have put it back, and, in
doing so, have done a lot of injury to a
deserving industry. In fact, our 5 per
cent, list has been the most seriously mu-
tilated of the lot. Then again, we come
to explosives. These also we put on the
5 per cent. East; but the Government
have removed them to the 10 per cent.
Yet, what is there that is more universally
used in our mining industry than explo-
sives ? Glass in sheets, again, they have put
back to the 10 per cent. list, whereas the
Commission had included it in the 5 per
cent. The same with other articles. Grates,
stoves, etc., we put on the 5 per cent.
list, but the Government have removed
them to the 10 per cent. schedule. Tim-
ber, of all kinds, unworked,-that was
another item we wished to see inserted in
the 5 per cent. schedule, whereas the
Government intend imposing a 10 per
cent. duty. The Commission reduced all
these things with the view of helping de-
sirable industries; but the Government,
in their wisdom, put them all back on the
10 per cent. list. We maintain that, on
the score of revenue, there is no necessity
for it.

THE PREMIER: Only because of the
beer duty.

Mnx. RICHARDSON: I amt at a loss
to know why that, of all other things,
should be regarded with such tender re-
gard by the Government. There is another
thing: the Government were not in a
position to deal with the tariff as the
members of the Commission were; they
had not the evidence before them that we
had. If we had compiled our tariff right
off the reel, without any evidence to guide
us, we might have made as much a hash
of it as the Government. I am not refer-
ring to the printed evidence so much as
evidence of a conversational nature which
the Government had not before them.
Therefore, I say they were not in as good a
position as the Commission were to settle
these points. There is only one more
matter that I will deal with, and that is
immigrants' kits. We threshed that
question out very carefully. At fist we
had the maximum at £50, as the Govern-
ment propose to have it; but we thought
it was desirable to give every encourage-
ment and every assistance to all good
settlers coming here and bringing their
tools, or their implements, their bag and
baggage, with the view of settling down

in the colony. We thought we would
not be going far astray if we allowed
them a m~argin of £100 which they could
get admitted free of duty. We thought
we would not pounce upon them the mo-
ment they reached our shores, and mulct
them in heavy duties upon their kits.
We looked at New Zealand-the colony
of all others, perhaps, which seeks to en-
courage immigration of the right stamp-
and we found that in that colony the
maximum is £2100; and we thought we
could not do better than follow their ex-
ample. We thought we could trust to the
vigilance of the Collector of Customs who,
we know, is a very vigilant officer, to see
that the revenue was not imposed upon;
and I believe our confidence would not have
been misplaced. If the privilege is not
likely to be abused with the maximum at
£50, I do not see that it is more likely to be
abused if we raise it to £100. I main-
tain that, altogether, however good their
intentions may have been-and no doubt
they were quite as good and quite as sin-
cere as our intentions were-but I believe
they were very misguided; and that the
alterations they have made, so far from
improving the recommendations of the
Commission, go a long way to mar them,
and interfere seriously with their efficacy,
so far as doing good to the country is
concerned.

At eighteen minutes past 6 o'clock Mit.
SPEAKER left the chair.

At 7'30 p.m. Ka. SPEAKER resumed the
chair.

Mn. MONGER- While I do not in-
tend to oppose this Bill, I see very little
in it to congratulate the Government
upon., I have taken some trouble to
examine the report of the Commission
which was appointed by the Government
to inquire into the supposed anomalies of
the old tariff; and while I consider the
thanks of this House and the country are
due to those gentlemen for the careful
way in which they appear to have con-
sidered the various questions at issue, I
must say I am not entirely in accord with
their recommendations. It is well known
that there is no more difficult question to
deal with than that of the tariff. We
naturally expect thiat the banking and
other commercial institutions, which are
interested in any alteration of the tariff,
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should make a point of placing their
views before such a Commission, and
should also be allowed an opportunity of
being heard in evidence; and I: am some-
what surprised that those bodies, which
are supposed to represent commercial in-
terests, and especially the Chambers of
Commerce in Perth and Fremantle, have
not, up to the present time, made known
their views on this very important ques-
tion. It is a shame that, in a. city like
Perth, there is no better institution of
that kind; and, as for Fremantle, the
commercial men there appear to have left
this question entirely in the hands of the
body known as the Chamber of Manufac-
tures, and no doubt that body 'has given
its views to the Tariff Commission. Yet
the Chambers of Commerce have not
thought fit to take the slightest notice of
this very important question, while it was
before the Commussion. In referring to
the items in the Bill, I will deal only
with the more important changes, and
the items which will make the -most
difference in the revenue. I cannot but
smile at the first item on the proposed
new tariff-the dirty on ale, beer, and
stout, in wood and bottle. I do not
intend to figure as the champion of
the working man's beer; but it appears
that, in increasing the duty on these
beverages, we are taxing the working
man somewhat unnecessarily. If such
a difference was considered advisable,
and according to the recommendations
of the Commission, we should have
gone about the increase in a genuine sort
of way, by imposing an Excise duty as
recommended by the Commission. The
duty as it now stands will affect two or
three local breweries; and I do not think
it is in the interest of the country that,
for the sake of protecting two or three
local breweries, the working men and
the public generally should h-ave an un-
necessry tax put on their beer. As to
the interests of those concerned in brew-
eries, I em a shareholder myself, but
after hearing the sarguments of others
who have larger interests in them than
I have, and their complaint of the pro-
posed duty on malt, I came here this
evening intending to support any reduc-
tion that may be proposed in this new
tariff. Their contention is that owing
to the proposed increase in the duty on
malt, the brewers will be taxed heavily.

I cannot see how they arrive at that
conclusion. They are protected suffi-
cientiv, and yet they want protection all
round, while giving to the public as little
as possible. They admit that the re-
duction in sugar will be a small benefit
to them, yet they have a grievance against
the mnalt duty. For my part, I would like
to see the duty on bottled beer reduced, or
see an excise duty put on locally manu-
factured beer, as recommended by the
Commission. The next important item
in the First Schedule is boots, and I
must compliment the hon. member for
North Fremantle (Mr. Pearse), who sits
on the Government side and is largely
interested in thisi trade, upon having in-
duced the Commission to recommend, and
the Government to carry out, the sole
object that hon. gentleman had in view.
I should not object to this so much if
the Government had been more con-
sistent in fixing the duties upon leather.
If this Bill becomes law, we will be
placed in this position, that on a pair of
s. blucher boots the working man will

have to pay a duty of Is. 6d., as coin-
pared with 71d. under the old tariff, and
that used to be considered an ample pro-
tection to local mnakers of boots. Even
if cheaper boots were imported, and there
are cheaper boots, the duty would still
be is. 6d. per pair. But, on the other
hand, in the ease of the leather which has
to be imported for the making up of
these cheap boots, we do not see a simi-
lar increase in this tariff. The old rate
was 124- per cent., and it is now to be
raised only to 15 per cent., on the recom-
mendation of the Commission, and ac-
cepted by the Government; but, in the
ease of common boots, the increase of
duty is nearly three times the previous
amount. This large diference seems to
be inconsistent with the object the Com-
mission and the Government have in
view. The next item to which I take
exception is the duty on tinned meats.
The mining community, an important
section, have to depend solely on tinned
meats during many months in the year
as a means of subsistence. The Bill pro-
poses to increase the duty from 7d. per
dozen of 2-lb. tins to 3m. per dozen. I
would not abject to this heavy tax if we
were in a position to supply tinned meats
as a local industry; but we are not, and
many years must elapse before we shall. be
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in a position to supply the lo c demand
for meat in tine. I a surprised that a
Government, which always pleads its in-
tention to assist the mining industry and
those people who are compelled to spend
long periods in the bush, are now pro-
posing to tax tinned meats at such a
heayy rate as this.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
You must put some duty on tinned meats,
and not admit them free.

MR. MONGER: The Premier's argu-
ment is altogether different. We have
the fresh meat in the colony, but it is
impossible for us to form an establish-
ment for tinning meats. The Govern.
ment do not accept the recommendation
of this Commission, but make an increase
in the duty. I amn sorry the Government
have not given us some reason for this
course. However, in committee I shall
propose a reduction of this duty.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir 3. Forrest):
Reduce salt meat also, then.

MR. MONGER: There is no comn-
parison between the two cases. The next
important item is one in which I am
somewhat interested, and that is flour.
The Commission recommended an in-
crease of 10s. per ton upon flour. The
Government-I presume in their 'wisdom
-have taken no notice of that recom-
mendation, but have allowed the item to
remain as before, at X1 per ton. In
asking the Government to place a higher
duty on one of the most necessary articles
of life, I may hear from some hon. mem-
bers the old cry of " taxing the poor
man's loaf ;" but to me it does not seem
to be anything of the sort. I feel confi-
dent that a, further duty of 10s. per ton
on flour would not increase the price of
the poor mans, or the rich man's, loaf.

THs PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
What about the poor miner you men-
tioned just now ?

MR. MONGER: The miner is not, as
a rule, supplied with bread from imported
flour. The few persons who would be
affected by an Increase in the duty on
flour would be those who own stations in
the North; but, as one who is interested
in that direction almost as much as any
other hon. member, I would suffer equaly
with them; yet I consider that, in the
interest of agriculture, it is ab~solutely
necessary that further protection should
be given to the fanner by increasing the

duty on imported flour. I would like to
read a few lines from an extract which
appeared in the Markc Lane Express of
the 27th March last, about the price of
flour going down, yet the price of bread
remaining unaltered. The passage is as
follows:

A market report such as this wvould seem
remarkable, yet it is a literally true state-
ment of relative prices in the thriving little
town of York, Western Australia. Last year
at this time wheat was worth 5B. to 5a. 6d..per
bushel, and best roller flour .914 to .214 10s.
per ton. Wheat is now 3s. Gd. to 8sg. 8d., flowr
£10, and bread unaltered! York has the ad-
vantage of a fine newly-erodted mill, full of
the latest and best appliances for producing
the best flour, which mill has to compete with
similar flour dumped down from Adelaide and
Melbourne at small cost for freight, and sub-
ject to a comparatively triffing revenue duty.
We see the result of good harvests in the
eastern colonies in the shape of a 30 per cest.
reduction in the price of breadstuffs, yet the
selling price of bread remains as; before, with
three bakers in this little town! Is there in
this anything like taxing the food of the
people P

That is an extract* from a letter which
appeared in a London trade newspaper,
and the same remark that applied to
York, in that case, would apply also to
Perthb, Fremantle, and other towns. Not-
withstanding the reduction in the price
of flour, only recently the bakers in these
towns did not think it necessary to re-
duce the price of bread; and it seems
strange to mue that anyone can argue that
by placing a higher duty on flour, we
would be unnecessarily taxing the work-
ing man. It was not my intention to
refer to the duties on tobacco, but after
the remarks of the Premier, I think it
necessary, in the interest of a large
manufacturing industry, to explain to
the House the exact position which that
industry occupies. The Premier informed
us that during the years 1891 and 1892
it was estimated that thiere was a loss to
the revenue, through the starting of this
manufactory, of about £9,400, and he
gave us an idea of the way in which he
arrived at those figures. But the Premier
did not take into consideration the good
which an industry such as this does to
the country, in other directions.

THE PREMIER (Ron. Sir J. Forrest): I
put that against Ihe £9,000.

Mn. MONGER: It has to be remnem-
bered that when, sonic three or four years
ago, the head of that manufacturing firm
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visited Western Australia, there was a
duty of Is. per pound on imported leaf
tobacco, and a duty of 3a. per pound on
the manufactured article; also that be-
fore he began the erection of a tobacco
factory in Fremantle, he interviewed the
bead of the Government in office at the
time, and I believe he also interviewed
one gentleman who at present holds a
position in the Government, and received
from them an assurance that no further
duty would be lplaced on the leaf tobacco
for at least two or three years.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Who had power to promise that?

MR. MONGER: It was greatly on the
strength of those promises that some-
thing like £17,000 was brought to this
colony and invested in buildings for the
purpose of manufacturing tobacco at Fre-
mantle. Shortly after the industry got
into full swing the Government, without
the slightest warning-and I do not blame
them for not giving warning-raised the
duty on imported leaf tobacco from Is. to
29. a pound. The Government do not
appear to have considered the circum-
stances under which this firm had been
partly induced to invest this large amount
of capital, nor do they appear to have
considered the position as regards the
other colonies. In New South Wales,
Victoria, and Queensland the tobacco leaf
is grown locally; the only colonies which
do not row tobacco being South Aus-
tralia and Western Australia. The duty
on the manufactured article in South
Australia is 2s. 9d. per pound, and on
leaf tobaocco is. 7'd., or a. difference of
is. i10. between the made and theaunmade
article. In this colony the Government
and Parliament have thought fit to make
a distinction of only is. per pound be-
tween the made and unmade article. I
assume that the politicians who intro-
ducedl the tobaocco duty in the South
Australian Parliament were as conversant
with the business as were the members
of our Government when they proposed
the alteration of the tobacco duty; so
that if, in South Australia, it is necds-
sary that there should be a, difference of
is. 1*'d. between the made and unmade
article, I really think that we in this
colony will not be granting too great
a concession to the new industry if we
make the duty the amount which will be
proposed by the hon. member for South

Fremiantle. That will meet the difficulty,
if there is to be any loss of revenue, by
giving to the unmanufactured article a
greater difference than exists at present.
The treatment which this firm has received
from the Government of this colony is
likely to retard other firms from coming
here to invest, and while the members of
the Government are always advocating the
increase of population and capital, they,
on the other hand, place some fresh ob-
stacle in the way of those capitalists who
do come here, as soon as operations are
commenced. I appeal to hon. members
to say whether the treatment of this firm
has been fair. I have it from the manager
of that firm, that if the Government think
they arc making such a big amount of
money, he will be only too pleased to
submit to the consideration of Ministers
a copy of the balance-sheet of that firm,
showing exactly what profits are made,
in the present position of the business.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
We know the Government are losing. I
don't know what the manufacturers are
making.

Mu. MONGER: I say that if the
Government are losing, let them increase
the duty on the manufactured article. I
can show, in Perth, samples of the to-
bacco which is imported into this colony,
and which has to be sent to this firm to
clean before it is saleable. That is the
sort of stuff we have to smoke at the
present time. This inferior stuff, which
is produced by negro labour in America,
comes here in a damaged condition, and
is placed in competition with our own
manufactures; and I say it is the duty
of the Government to assist in building
up what must be a very valuable in-
dustry in the future, and this can be
done by placing a heavier duty on im-
ported tobacco. I notice that the Gov-
ernment have been good enough to pro-

poea reduction of £2 per ton in the
duty on sugar, and a reduction of Id. per
pound on tea. No doubt they thought
these reductions would be an assistance
to the community at large; but I should
like to point out that they never wade a
bigger mistake, if they think such re-
duction will have any appreciable effect.
It will not be the consumer who will
reap this benefit; it will be the retailer or
the importer. The man who buys one or
two pounds of tea or sugar at a time will
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no=gtany benefit in price from the re-
dcinof duty. These were two items

which the Commission and the Govern-
ment would have done better to leave as
before, as they produce a considerable
revenue to the Government. To tax beer,
and reduce the duties on tea and sugar,
was a mistake; and if it were competent
for a member to propose an increase,
nothing would give me greater pleasure
than to move that the duties on tea
and sugar should remain at the higher
rates, as before. I repeat that these re-
ductions will be of no advantage to the
retail consumer, and will simply increase
the profits of the importer and retailer.
No doubt the etition which has been
p)resente d by Re Master Tailors' and
Foremen's Association has been seen by
every member of this House, and I cer-
tainly thinik that some of the remarks
in it call for the consideration of hon.
members. I was surprised to see on the
free list the item of "Uniforms and ap-
pointments for Defence Forces " imported
into the colony; and I certainly think
that if any gentleman wishes to import
anything in the shape of uniformis for the
game of playing at soldiers, the least he
can do is to pay some duty, because such
articles can be made in the colony, and
any such industry should be assisted by
the tariff. The petition refers to piece
and woollen goods, on which the Com-
mission recommended a duty of only 5
per cent., but which the Government-
again in their greater wisdom - have
thought fit to increase to 10 per cent. I
think this higher duty will throw an
obstacle in the way of making up our
own clothing, and we should carefully
consider that. As to the last part of the
petition, a request is made for a 20 per
cent, duty, instead of 15, to be put on
slop clothing; but I really think this is
carrying protection too far. lIf, with a
15 per cent. duty, a person can buy any-
thing in the shape of siop clothing at a
cheaper rate than local tailors can make
them, we would be giving a6 sufficient pro-
tection with a 15 per cent, duty. I have
always advocated protection, and in doing
so I have met with the support of the
constituency which sent me here. I con-
tend that in the new tariff sufficient sup-
port is not given to our local manufac-
tures, and to the agricultural interests of
the colony, these being the main indus-

tries of Western Australia; and I say
that anything operating to the advantage
of these industries should have received
every consideration at the hands of the
Commission and of the Government. I
regret that the Government have not
duly considered all the facts in connec-
tion with these industries, for carrying
out tbe wishes of the people; but I hope
that, before the Bill has gone through its
various stages, it will be so altered in
committee as to render that assistance
which the public consider necessary to
these valuable industries.

MR. QUINLAN: I take it that, on the
second reading, the object of discussion
is to elicit the opinions of members on
the question generally. The Premier
referred at some length to the item of
beer, and I may say, as one having some
knowledge of the brewing industry, that
it is true, as has been stated, that the
brewery companies have not objected to
an excise duty on local beer, provided the
duty on imported beer is increased pro.
portionately. The Government appear
to have had in view the necessity of

appointing an excise officer for carrying
out this portion of the Bill, and have
therefore adopted the wiser course of not
imposing an excise duty, and not increas-
ing the duty on imported beer to the
amount recommended by the Commission,
but only to Is. 3d. a gallon for beer in
bulk. As to the protection this increase
will give to those interested in local
breweries, I would like to point out that
the duty on malting barley has been in-
creased from 4d. to 64. a bushel ; and
notwithstanding that the duty on sugar
is reduced from £4 to £2 per ton, yet the
duty on malt has been raised from 2s. to
3s. a bushel. I know that one brewery
company, with only a small capital, will
have to pay £300 a year more in duty
on malt; so that the additional duty to
be paid by a company having a capital of
X75,000, and employing many hands,
must be very large indeed. I mention
these facts to show what the breweries
will have to pay, through the imposition
of such an outrageous duty as 3Ss. a
bushel on malt. A medium increase of
6d. a bushel, instead of Is., would have
been a sufficient encouragement to our
farmers, without becoming oppressive to
others. In reference to flour, the prin-
cipal article of food, I think the duty of
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£1 per ton proposed by the Government
is ample. I know this will not satisfy
wheat growers and millers generally, but
considering the enormous quantity of flour
used in the colony, I think the duty of .21
a ton, with cost of freight and other
charges added, should be a sufficient
protection, and if farmers cannot grow
wheat profitably 'with that amount of
protection, they should grow some-
thing else. I would like to have seen
the duty on bran and pollard in-
creased, as a compensation to growers and
millers for not getting a higher duty on
flour. With respect to clothing, and the
petition from the tailors, I have always
held the opinion that made-up goods
should be taxed more than is proposed
in this Bill. It is true there is a slight
increase in the Bill, but 1 say it is not a
sufficient protection on locally-made cloth-
ing, and I should like to see such pro-
tection given to the tailoring industry as
-would provide a. large amount of employ-
ment for the boys and girls who are
growing up, and who would be better
employed in this industry than in some
other kinds of work for which they are
less fitted. I refer particularly to the
printing trade, and the female labour
employed in it. I am pleased that the
hon. member for York mentioned the
high duty on tinned meats, and I shall be
one to move for a reduction, as we are
taxed sufficiently in the Stock Tax. I
will refer also to cheese, as one of the
chief articles of food in this colony, and,
having a knowledge of the provision busi-
ness, I know the large amount of cheese
that is imported and consumed. I do not
believe there is half a ton of cheese pro-
duced annualy in this colony; therefore,
as cheese must be imported, the increase
of duty is excessive and I shall1 move for
a reduction. I say that rather than tax
the necessaries of life, put duties on any-
thing else that will bear taxation. Every
member of the community knows how
costly is living in this colony, and we
should not make it more so. As to the
increase on hoots, I have made it my
business to obtain some information, and
have heard mrany opinions to the effect
that the proposed increase will not be a
sufficient protection. The tanning in-
dus try is also an important one, and I
find that the oil used in tanning, which
was formerly admitted free, is to be taxed

under this Bill; and I hope that in com-
mittee this item will be put in the free list,
because of the enormous number of hides
produced in this colony. I am prepared to
say there is an over-supply of hides, and
not a suifficient local demand, in con-
sequence of the large amount of leather
that is introduced in the colony. Tea and
sugar are among the chief articles of con-
sumnltion, and I must differ from the hion.
member for York in his objection to the
reductions proposed in the Bill. There is
this objection, that persons who purchase
a first-class tea, retail, have to pay only
the same duty per pound as the buyers of
the cheapest tea; but the reduction of duty
will help in inducing people to use tea in
preference to beer, and I would like to
see the duty reduced another penny per
pound. The reduction on sugar will also
be beneficial, especially to the jam-making
and confectionery industries. I am glad
to support the increased duty on spirits
and wine, and the effect may be to change
the threepenuy " nobbler " to sixpence a
glass. I think the duty on wine should
be heavy, as wine is becoming a local pro-
duct, and a heavy duty would largely pro-
'mote this local industry. I am aware that
vineyards and wine-making are largely
represented in the Legislature, and I hope
that if the duty on imported beer is to be
further increased, that on wine will also
be increased.

MRn. PIJSSB: Referring to the rre-
mier's opening speech, and some criticisms
on the action of the Government in re-
ference to the recommendations of the
Commission, I would like to say that,
before condemning the Government for
having brought in this Bill, we should
remember that pressure was brought to
bear on the Government, and a resolution
in favour of amending the tariff was
carried in this House. The thanks of the
House are due to the members of the
Tariff Conmnission, for the manner mn
which they have carried out their duties.
Their report has met with general ap-
proval, as to the ability shown in it, but
exception must be taken to many of the
changes which they recommend. My long
connection with mercantile pursuits en-
ables me to understand the importance of
the subject of tariff changes. As to beer, I
say let the working man have it as cheaply
and as good in quality as possible. The
items I intend to deal with are those I
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know something about. The first is in
the First Schedule: "Essences, being
spirituous compounds, 16s. per gallon."
This high specific duty on essences and
oils will play 'into the hands of the chem-
ists, and 1 ~Shall propose amendments
in committee. With regard to preserved
beef, a specific duty of 1.,d. a pound is
put on, equal to 3s. per dozen of 21b.
tins; and I agree with the suggestion
that this article should be admitted at 10
to 15 per cent. ad valorem, as preserved
beef must be largely used in places far
from the seaboard, and can be carried
more easily than the ordinary salt beef.
I do not wish to pander to the desires
of the miner, who is treated very well
already; for we voted £4,000 last year
for the development of the goldfields, and
we also provide railways and water supply
and everything for the miners' conveni-
ence, and we may be asked, in the end,
to let him have everything free. No
doubt the State is paying more towards
the mining industry than to anything
else; but our goldfields are attracting a
large population, and the miners may lift
the colony out of despair into prosperity.
While I do not despise the miner, I hope
his success is not going to be built up at
the expense of those who have had to
work hard within the colony, in the
past. With regard to tea., the reduction
of Id. per pound in the duty is a mis-
take, as the reduction will be no ad-
vantage whatever to the retail con-
Sumer. As one who has a thorough
knowledge of business, I say the con-
sumer will not obtain the slightest ad-
vantage. The wholesale man may benefit,
but the retail buyer will not, and the
price to him will remain the same as be-
fore. How are you going to split up the
penny? it will not work. With regard
to sugar, the reduction may help things
along, but I am doubtful about that also,
for the reduction means only a farthing
per pound. I would prefer to see the
sugar duty remain at £4 per ton, and
allow to the mamufacturer who uses sugar
a drawback of £.2 or £3 a ton. The
station-owners will benefit by the reduc-
tion, because they buy wholesale, but the
retail consumers will not benefit. With
regard to the duty on tobacco, I regret
that I was not in the House when the
increase was made, as I thought, at the
time, that it was unfair to the new

factory at Fremantle. That industry, has
been an immense advantage to the town
of Fremantle and the colony generally.
AUl credit is due to the firm for the ex-
cellent productions, which are turned out
in a marketable form, and meet with a
ready sale, so that the imported tobacco
is fast being beaten out of the colony.
Much of the cheap tobacco imported is
not worth the duty of 3s. a. pound charged
on it. As to the duty on spirits of wine,
this is an article that enters largely into
manufactures, and ought to be admitted
on a system of drawback, as I suggested
in the case of Sugar. Although spirits of
wine have been used to fortify or build
up inferior brands of spirits, yet a, good
deal of it is used for other purposes than
building up bad spirits. Something
must be done to introduce it for the
purpose of certain manufactures; for,
if we do not introduce it, and at the same
time provide for infringements which are
likely to occur, we Shall damage a great
many industries that have grownup.
I notice that bedsteads, which formerl
were in the 20 per cent. schedule, are now
placed in the 5 per cent. schedule, and I
think this is a step in the right direction.
For years past people have been imposed
on to a monstrous extent, and this change
will meet with approval among the public.
As to belting, although all machineiy
is to be admitted at 5 per cent., stil
belting is not included as machinery, al-
though it is largely used with machinery.
I shall ask, in committee, to have belting
included with machinery, and to be de-
fined more explicitly, so as not to be left
to the discretiou of a Customs officer.
Timber for cases and boxes not made up
should come in free, for we must have
Suitable packages in which to send away
our various exports, and there is no timber
in the colony suitable. Fruit pacing for
export will soon be necessary. Match-
boarding: this is used everywhere, es-
pecially by farmaers and settlers in pioneer
districts, and it ought to be admit-
ted at 51 per cent. instead of 15. The
Commission recommended 5 per cent.
Slop clothing are put in the 15 per cent.
list, and although the tailors have made
out a strong case for protection, yet I
cannot see why slops should be taxed so
highly as 15 per cent. Large quantities
are imported, and although the cheap
stuff may be rubbish, yet you cannot
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expect a working main with small wages
to pay £3 or £4 for a suit of clothes
made up by a local tailor, If he can
obtain a slop suit for 35s., that price is
quite enough for his means. Lime-juice
is in the 20 per cent. list;- but how are
you going to hell) the local man who
manufactures lime-juice cordials? What
he wants is the pure lime-juice, and I say
it ought to be admitted at a cheaper rate,
so that made-up rubbish mnay not be
sent here to poison people. One-half the
staff that does come into the country is
manufactured to sell; and I know more
about these things than I know about
beer. I know that in making lime-juice
and other cordials, if the pure materials
are taxed up to 20 per cent., cheaper sub-
stitutes will 'be used. The Commission
did not understand these details when they
recommended 20 per cent. on lime-juice.
Tarpaulins axe put in the 20 per cent. list,
and by doing so you will give all the profit
to the roan who makes up the tarpaulins.
Wheat: we have £35,000 invested in
roller flour mills, in this colony, and
there are about nine mills; we know the
agricultural industry is extending daily;
and I say we should help it by giving
protection to the farmer and miller to the
extent of 10s. a ton more duty on im-
ported flour, The Premier said this in-
crease would be equal to 1d. mare for
every, eight loaves taken by a family. If
the Northern settlers will only give the
local millers a, trial, I do not see why the
local demand should not be fully supplied
from the colony's produce. Last year I
imported 10,000 bags of wheat from
South Australia, and the result in milling
was far below that of the West Austra-
lian wheat;i for we took 4lbs. to 5 lbs. of
waste from a South Australian bag, as
compared with only 2lbs. of waste from
loca wheat. We have also to pay 6d. a
bushel duty on wheat for millig, and
yet the duty on imported flour is only £1
a ten. To obtain a ton of flour we have
to pay £21 58. for wheat. I say that
when there is a scarcity of wheat in the
colony,, the imported wheat should come
in, and the millers who import it far
grinding should be allowed a drawback
on it. Why should not I come here, as
a representative of the milling industry,
and say I want this concession of a,
drawback for my industry? What I do
ask is that hon. members will helpy for-

ward a deserving industry. The pioneer
settlers who have to occupy new districts
and develop our lands must have strong
nerves, and a good heart, and a fixed
determination to succeed; and they have
none of the advantages of life which are
enjoyed by the people in towns; they
have not even the social advantages which
some miners have. The agriculturists
deserve every encouragement, for it is they
who are going to turn our forest lands
into culivated homesteads, and to change
the face of the country; and if you do not
help) them in a kindly way, you will throw
them back for years; but, with all that,
the agriculturist will rise like the phcanix
from its ashes. It is no use talking of
party interests. We should sink all these
personal interests and motives. I do not
expect to make one sixpeuce out of this,
but I hope we shall. introduce our pro-
ducts into the market, and that we shall
have work for the mills which are now all
standing idle because you won't give us a
show at all. The people of the North
condemn our Southern flour, because
many of them won't try our products. The
inconsistency of some people astonishes
me. The member for West Perth (Mr.
Quinilan) talks about what he is going to
do for the working man, and in the next
breath he would put the working man
out of existence altogether. That is
because we look at the question from
interested points of view. I am sorry the
Government could not see their way clear
to place before us these schedules as
recommended by the Commission, because
they would have been better understood;
still, we must give to the Government the
credit of having brought in a Tariff Bill.
If the House will help me with my
amendmentsa in committee, for increasing
the duties on certain things and reducing
them on others, I shall be glad of the
support. It is no use trying to force
upon the country a schedule of duties
which may not meet with the approval of
the people. If we go to consult the
people outside, we shall find the same
diversity of opinions as we have here, and
the best course to take is to deal with
the tariff ourselves to the best of our
ability. I hope that, in committee, the
Government and thre Rouse will consent
to put an extra l0s. of duty on flour; and
I believe that this action will perpetuate
your fame, in the agricultural districts,
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and that hon. members will be met with
joyous faces, and the farmers will bless
you.

MR. LOTON: I hail not an opportunity
of seeing the Tariff Bill or the report of
the Commission before coming into the
House to-day, as I have been away from
Perth for some short time; therefore my
remarks now must be brief. The Premier
stated that the Government found them-
selves in a somewhat strange position,
because, after a certain resolution had
been carried in the House last session,
they felt it necessary to appoint a Com-
mission to consider the tariff. It was
pointed out, at that time, that they had
the right and the opportunity of selecting
the best men they could find in the country
for this purpose. I find that the in-
structions to the Commission were briefly
these: "To inquire into the operation of
the existing Customs Tariff of the colony,
with the view of considering whether,
without inflicting any serious loss upon
the revenue, any alterations may be made
therein which would be likely to further
promote the trade, settlement, and pro-
duction of the colony." The Commis-
sioners took evidence, I assume, with these
objects in view; and their conclusions
have been placed before Parliament. The
Government, after mature consideration,
found they could not follow, in f ull detail,
the recommendations of the Commission.
I have not had time to ascertain how far
the Government have seen fit to deviate
from those suggestions. The result of
the Commission's recommendations is
that, if adopted, the Customs revenue
would not be very largely affected, and that,
if any-thing, a slight increase would acezue.
Now the Commission, with the view of
not reducing the revenue, had the object
of so re-arranging the revenue that it
should, if possible, promote trade and
settlement, ad increase the production
of the country. The Premier did not tell
us what were his calculations of the re-
sult of the Commission's recoinmenda-
tions, if carried into effect; but he told
us the estimate of the result of the tariff
which the Government have placed before
us, supposing it to have been in opera-
tion during the past year. Taking the
volume of last year's imports as the basis
of calculation, he said we should have
an increased Customs revenue of about
£15,000 for the year. So that whereas

the Commission did not intend to increase
the taxation at all, the Government now
come forward and say, "We intend to in-
crease the Customs revenue by our pro-
posals, to the extent of about £15,000 a
year." Well, we have had it drummed
into us on vakious occasions that, al-
though the Government were borrowing
money in the London market and carry-
ing out lar-ge public works, yet they never
camne to this House to ask for any in-
crease of taxation.

THE PREMiER (Eon. Sir J. Forrest):
That is only an approximate estimate.
The difference in the revenue won't be
less than that, anyway, bitt the actual
amount is hard to get at.

MR. LOTON: I suppose we are all
here with one object. We know we can-
not do without a tariff for revenue pur-
poses, and for revenue purposes only;
and if we reduce the Customs tariff, we
must go into direct taxation in other
directions. But those who frame the
tariff for revenue purposes should en-
deavour to so fix the taxation that it
shall be lightest upon those who are
least able to pay, and that the increases
shall fall on those who are best able to
pay. That is my idea. of a Customs
tariff. [MR. CANNING: Who are they?]
They wre generally supposed to live in
the towns, where the public works and
the public expenditure are mainly going
on. The persons who are least able to
pay are the masses of the community;
and the wealthy people are those best
able to pay. The people who have to
work for daily bread and other neces-
saries, and for their wives and families,
are least able to pay. I ask whether the
increased taxation of this Bill is in the
direction I have indicatedP

THE PREMIRsn (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
I think so.

MR. LOTON: I think T will be able
to show the hion. gentleman it is not so.
In the first place, as to ale, beer, and
stout, it was proposed to increase the
import duty on these by 6d. a gallon in
bulk, and the Commission further recomn-
mended, very wisely, an excise duty on
beer made in the colony, so as not to
decrease the revenue. I go with the
Commission, to this extent, that if we are
not to have an excise duty we should not
raise the duty on imported beer at pre-
sent. The Government have not fol-
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lowed that recommendation, but have
said, "We will raise the duty on the
imported article 3d. a gallon." Now, to
raise the duty 12s. 6d. a hogshead simply
means protecting the manufacture of local
beer to that extent. The Commission also
recommnended that the 'duty on sugar
Should be reduced 2s. per hundredweight,
equal to a farthing per pound, and the
effect would be to further protect the
local maker of beer to the extent of another
2s. or 2s. 6d. per hogshead. Against that
the Government raise the duty on malt-

bgbarley, but how much malt is the
loa brewer going to use to make a hogs-

head of ale? The Government are pro-
tecting him, under this Bill, to the extent
of about i~s. a hogshead, and taxig him
an extra Is. per bushel on malt, which
may amount to 2s. or 2s. 6d. per hogs-
head of beer; therefore the brewer will
get protection to the amount of about
12s. a hogshead net. How much are the
maas of the people going to get? They
will get it in Sugar.

THE CoxmresroNER oP CROWN LANDS
(Hon. W. E. Marmion):- Will they get
suga cheaper, with the present duty on

Hi.LOTON:- No; but I say, what

advantage are the mass of the people to
haveP The whole of this benefit is going
to the local brewers, and not to the work-
in pecople at all. I do not know that
there is anything much better for a man
who works hard and is healthy, than a.
good glass of honestly made beer. It is
just as good, to a certain extent, as the
food he eats; but I have shown that the
working man will not get any advantage
with regard to beer. I will now name
something he cannot well do without, I
will go to his clothing. In the Fourth
Schedule (15 percent.), apparel and slops
are increased from 124. to 15 per cent.
Is that helping the mass of the people?
No; you are raisinghedt 2 e
cent.

Tan PRENSEE (Hon. Sir J. Forrest);
Take tea and sugar. Go into the 5 per
cent. list. You are going to the end of
the schedules.

MR. LOTON:- Apparel and siops are
the ordinary clothing which working men
wear; and will the hon. gentleman, or
his colleagues, or any member of this
Assembly, tel me the tailors in this
colony are going to make up moleskin in

the piece at a price within 50 per cent. of
the price that the imported clothing can
be sold at P

ME. HARPER :We have not got the
paupers to make up this cheap clothing.

Mn. LOTON: I am glad that our
people are not reduced to that condition.
A pair of moleskin trousers can be bought
here for about Bs. 6d., and if you were to
get twenty pairs made up by a local
tailor he would charge about Gs. a pair
for theimaking. Boots are put in the 15
per cent. list, and again, in the Table of
Specific Duties, we Eind boots for working
people are charged at a high rate. Why
should we increase the duty on those
boots which cannot be made in the col-
onyP I say the boots which can be made
and are made in the colony are the blucher
and lace-up hoots. Why should we in-
crease the duty on the chea-p imported
hoots which cannot be made in the colony,
unless we are bound to obtain more
revenue through the Customs?

Tirx PREMIER (Hon. Sir 3. Forrest):
That is the recommendation of the Com-
mission.

MR. LOTON - Boots are also in the
list of specific duties, and I cannot see
why boots should be divided and put
into different schedules. In the specific
list are men's leather boots, 18s. per
dozen.

THE PREimiER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Those are the superior kind of boots.

MR. LOTON: Very few men will buy
imported blucher boots; and I say, from
practical experience, that 80 per cent. of
ordinary working-men's boots, such as
bluchers and lace-ups, have been made in
the colony for years past; but when you
go into the higher classes of leather boots
-1 have a pair on myself which cost
about a guinea-the duty on them will
be about is. 6d. per pair, whereas on
working-men's boots costing Be. or 10s. a
pair, the duty is to be the same-amount.

Mn. H1ARPER:, Which you say are made
in the colony, and don't pay duty.

MRa. LOTON: I do not see why you
should ha-ve boots in two different sche-
dules. It is done, no doubt, to meet the
views of the local bootmakers, who want
as much duty as possible to be put on
imported boots, and if they cannot get it
mn one schedule they will try in another
schedule, or get it in both. When you
talk about protecting these local manu-
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facturers by taxing the million through
the nose, then I have done with protection;
for if this local industry cannot stand on
its own bottom, it should wait until the
growing population increases the demand
for boots. I think I have shown con-
elusively that, under this Dill, it is pro-
posed to increase the taxation on articles
which men and their families require, at
the rate of 2*. per cent. on boots. Comn
to haberdashery, you increase the duty
on the working-man's cotton pocket
handkerchief from 12' to 15 per cent.;
and if he is a bit hungry, and has to
tighten his belt because he has not enough
to fill it, you increase the duty on this
also. Coming to hosiery, on a pair of
socks, or an under-shirt, or pair of pants,
or a woollen vest, he has to pay 21. per
cent. more; and the same all through,
both for the working man and his family.
There is scarcely an article on which you
have not increased the duty by 2-f per
cent. On stationery also there is 21, per
cent. more; and even on the pipe a
smoker uses he has to pay 21 per cent.
more duty. There is aset-off against all
this. But the fact of lowering the duty
on tea id. per pound will not give to one
consumer in this colony any appreciable
proportion of the reduction in this revenue.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
That is the recommendation of the Coin-
ilssi~on.

MR. LOTON: I have always stated
that tea in this colony is cheap enough.
You can get a good tea at 2s. per pound,
and I have never heard people complain of
the price of tea in the whole of my ex-
perience in this colony. So that the fact
of reducing the duty on tea, which is an
important itemn and brings in a consider-
able revenue, will make a material reduc-
tion in the revenue, and not benefit the
consumers at all, as the retail buyers will
not feel the difference. You had better
put it on some other things.

ME. RxcnAxnsou: You have deserted
the consumer, and gone on to the revenue,
now.

ME. LOTON: We have no right to
increase the taxation on the majority of
the people, unless there is absolute neces-
sity for it. In the 10 per cent. schedule
I see there are carpets, mats, matting,
and floor-cloths, which would be much
better placed in the 16 per cent. schedule,
and you might remove other articles to

the 10 per cent. schedule, because the
articles I have named are more in the
nature of luxuries. The working man
has to do without a carpet, generally.

MR. RICHARDSON: Carpets are neces-
saries, to families.

MR. LOTON: The hon. member will
not find many carpets on the floors in the
Northern District which he represents,
even amongst the wealthy squatters.

THE PREmIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
What about flour?

MR. LOTON: I do not think there is
the importance to be attached to flour
that many persons think. My idea is
that if there were a duty of £2 per ton
on flour, instead of £1, the people in the
centres of population would get a better
article than they do now. The effect of a
low duty on flour is to cause the millers
in the other colonies to send you house-
hold flour, which is little better than
pollard; whereas an extra £1 of duty
would keep that inferior flour out. Two-
thirds of it is used by the bakers, and
palmed off as the best. I have seen it
used to a considerable extent. I think,
however, that the duty of X1 per ton is
sufficient, unless the local wheat-growers
and millers demonstrate that they can pro-
duce sufficient for local consumption; and,
if they can do that, we shall be justified in
putting an extra duty on flour. South Aus-
tralia puts a duty of £2 a ton on imported
flour. The chief reason why the people
in the North of this colony cry out
against an extra duty on flour is that we
cannot obtain a white, good. sound house-
hold second-quality flour from the roller
mills of this colony. They are not up to
date. If millers try to produce this
quality, it is something like a mixture of
bran and pollard. South Australian
millers pass the flour through, not once
only, but several times. If the local
millers made an ordinary sound flour, at
a fair price in compario wihtefn
flour, there would be no crying out against
it in the North-West. I have sent flour
to the North-West for some years past,
and have also sent some West Australian
flour; and I say there is no reason why
we cannot produce, with proper milling,
a good, sound, household flour at 30s.'a
ton less than the superfine flour we send
there. I shall not be satisfied with the
Tariff Bill when finished, because I can
see there will be no reduction in regard
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to taxation, and I do say the taxation
through the Customs in this colony is
already too high-too high in a reat
number of instances; and, instead of re-
ducing it, this Bill will increase the tax-
ation.

Mn. CANNING: At the close of last
session, a resolution was carried in this
Rouse, affirming that a. Commission
should be appointed to examine the Cus-
toms tariff, and report upon it, and make
suggestions with a view to a revision of
the tariff. I was under the impression
that those suggestions would be more for
the purpose of helping the Government at
some future time in propounding a general
scheme of taxation. I repeat what I have
said on former occasions, that the time
is not far distant when the Government
of the day will have to propound a general
scheme of taxation. But I did not think
the Government would have felt under
the necessity of bringing forward a
measure for the revision of the tariff,
this session. Perhaps I was wrong, and
probably it was incumbent on them to do
so. However, the -Government having
undertaken the task, their labours. may,
serve as a preparation for forming, in the
future, a comprehensive scheme of taxa-
tion. The task they have attempted is
one that no Government has ever suc-
ceeded in accomplishig-that is, in
framing a tariff which will satisfy every
class in the community. Considering the
short time the Government have had for
preparing this Bill, after receiving the
recommendations of the Conunission, I
do not think there is much to complain
of in the Eml. I have listened at length
to the observations which have been
made upon various items, and I cannot
say that, in one single instance, has a
good case been made for altering the
particular item. With regard to the
duty on shop clothing, I think it is a
reasonable duty, and instead of bearing
hardly on working men it is very much
more to their advantage that they should
have comfortable and decent clothing
made up within the colony, even if they
pay a little more, than wear the slops and
trash imported front other countries, be-
cause by wearing clothing made in the
colony they will be giving employment to
a large number of fellow colonists. The
trades of tailoring and shoe-making, and
other like industries, must be carried

on in every community, and if we
can have a reasonable proportion of
people employed in them, we shall only
be following the same course as has been
followed by every civilised people. We
cannot expect that the great majority
of the community should be agricultu-
rists, or miners, or that we should all be
producers; we must also have those who
are consumers. It is desirable to en-
courage such trades. I have been, for
many years past, inclined to favour a free
trade policy; but the extreme free trade
policy is certainly not aplicable to the
circumstances of this colony. That we
must all admit. And, in framing a
tariff, the Government should see that
it gives fair encouragement to certain
branches of industry, and see, at the same
time, that it does not increase the bur-
dens upon the people generally, unless
some immediate, necessity forces that in-
crease. I hope the dlay may be a long
way off when our Government will feel
the necessity of resorting to other means
for increasing the revenue besides the
Customs8 tariff, and I should not advocate
the imposing of taxation until it becomes
ilecessary. I cannot find fault with any
special items in this Bill. With regard
to tinned meats and other things spoken
of, it is reasonable that a certain duty
should be put on them ; for our resources
in sheep and cattle are sufficient for sup-
plying meat to all the people in the colony,
and it is to the advantage of the con-
sumers as well as the producers that they
should look to our natural supply for
these necessaries. I have no doubt this
Bill will pass. After carefully reading it
over, I cannot find any item to which I
might take exception. It is desirable, in
the interest of certain trades, that there
should be a modification in some of the
import duties.

MR. LEFROY: This question of the
tariff seems to appeal to the hearts of all
hon. members- [An How. ME mnRR
Their pockets; that is where their heaxts
are] -because, as I was going to say, it
appeals to their pockets. This is a6
question on which a great many hon.
members are inclined to think more about
self than they ought to do. I intend to
deal with the question, not on behalf of
any particular industry, but merely as a
citizen of Western Australia. We must
raise a revenue through the Customs, and
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it appears to me that the Customs is the
fairest way of getting a revenue, If we
could have a p;erfect free-trade policy, I
am sure every hon. member would be
delighted; hut, until we reach the rail-
leniuin, I am afraid there is little chance
of our having an altogether free-trade
policy. I cannot imagine where ouir
revenue is to come from, unless from
taxation, sand the Customs is the fairest
way of getting it, and also the simplest
and most inexpensive to work. In
taxing the community, the proper way to
look at the question is not to tax the
wealthy people instead of those who are
supposed to be poorer, because few
men will admit that they are wealthy.
Not many men in 'Western Australia,
will admit that they are wealthy. We
should tax luxuries as much as pos-
sihle-articles which the people, if they
have not sufficient means, can do without.
Among the fairest articles to tax are beer
and spirits. A great many persons may
say these are not luxuries, but necessaries.
I say they are luxuries, and that it is
not necessary for any working man to
drink beer or spirits in order to keep) up
his strength for work. There are country
districts where men work as hard as the
men in towns, and certainly longer hours;
they do this without drinking ; and there-
fore I look on beer and spirits as luxuries.
The Government propose to increase the
duty on imported beer and also on spirits.
If it were necessary to increase the
revenue, I should go for increasing the
duty on spirits up to XI per gallon, if
necessary ; and I maintain that the
people would miss the money less in that
way than in any other kind of tax. The
man who drinks 20 glasses a day would
be much better off if he drank only one.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
We would not get the revenue if men did
not drink the liquor.

Mu. LEFROY : I know it is necessary
that a revenue should be raised in this
way, while the drinking habit only injures
the individual, who would be better off
without the liquor. I do not believe the
increase of the duty will stop men from
drinking, but I believe that those who
spend their money in that way will
have the liquor, even if it is taxed
up to £1 per gallon. The thanks of
this House and the colony are due to
the members of the Commission, for the

work they have done, at a loss to them-
selves, and without remuneration; and
they have shown that there are men in
the colony of a very public-spirited char-
acter. They have endeavoured to place
this matter before us in the best light,
and the Government also have made al-
terations from the recommendations ac-
cording to their view of the requirements
of the revenue. I regret to find that some
anomalies, untouched by these changes,
will still remain in the tariff. The cry
from different industries for protection
must, in the long run, damage them, be-
cause as soon as *one industry obtains
protection another industry comes up
and claims protection also. I have been
urging on producers that if they want
protection for what they produce, the
people in the towns will try to get it out
of them in other ways; consequently I
cannot see what advantage there is to the
community in putting an increased duty
on flour. There must be "1something
wrong in the state of Denmark" if, after
this country has been in occupation 60
years, and we have been producing corn
and flour in the colony all these years, we
cannot now produce flour in competition
with the outside world. The fault cannot
be in the land, because it will produce as
many bushels of wheat to the acre as any
other part of Australia,, and I believe it
will produce more than the land in South
Australia, on the average. I know land in
this colony that will produce 30 bushels to
the acre, and there is not much land in
Australia which will produce more than
that. The fact is that we have not got
the people, or they will not go on to the
land and cultivate it. People are now
giving more attention to the growing of
cereals, and I hope that before long we
shall raise s-ufficient to reduce very largely
the importations now brought into the
country. If the corn-growers cry out for
protection, other people will want protec-
tion also. With regard to jams and
other articles, it is an extraordinary thing
that in this colony we imported in one
year £11,755 worth of jam, and it is
strange that some industry does not start
here for converting the local fruit into
jam. That fact should be sufficient in-
ducement, and no doubt as our consum-
ing population increases there will be jam
factories started here. In committee I
hope we shall keep in view that we should
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tax articles that are luxuries, and relieve
those that are necessaries. It does seem
strange that an increased duty on im-
ported clothing is proposed in the Bill,
but I suppose it is done for the purpose
of getting sufficient revenue. We find
silks, satins, and so on, charged at 15 per
cent.-in the same category as cheap slop
clothing. I think silks and satins, even
in the piece, may be regarded as luxuries,
and charged at a. higher rate. Some lion.
members appear to have had briefs, on
behalf of certain manufacturers. The
hon. member for York has usually got a
brief, in this way, from some one or
other; and the best thing the Govern-
ment can do will be to employ the hon.
member as an assistant Attorney General.
I do not know whether those hon. mem-
bers who hold these brief s are employed
in any way, but one hon. member does
the work most ably, and I am not sur-
prised at his being asked to come forward
in this capacity. Some hon. members
have briefs, not only for others, but for
themselves.

Mn. A. FORREsT:- That is a grave
charge against members of the House.

MR. LEFROY:- As regards tobacco, it
is one of the articles that produce a. large
revenue, and I hope the day will come
when it will not be necessary for local
manufacturers to pay 2s. a pound for
tobacco leaf, but that it will be grown in
the colony, as I know it can be grown,
and it is wonderful that some persons do
not try it. I have seen it growing here
luxuriantly, and apparently without much
trouble, and I think there is a great
opening here for persons who understand
the production of tobacco leaf, there being
a manufactory in the place. In reducing
the duty on tea, which represents a con-
siderable revenue, I am afraid the Gov-
ernient have had to put the difference
on other things. I think tea would bear
an increase better than some ether articles
that are increased in the Bill; and it is
an anomaly that the best quality of tea
should pay only the same duty as inferior
qualities. Some hon. members object to
military uniforms being admitted free,
but if the local tailors cannot make urni-
forms properly, they must be imported,
and we know that our soldiers must be
made to look smart and attractive. It is
a wise thing to reduce the daty on pera m-
bulators, as proposed in the Bill. In

committee I shall support amendments
for reducing the duties on the necessaries
of life, although it will be difficult to
make any large alterations, because the
Government must obtain sufficient re-
venue.

On the motion of MR. Hntrni, the
debate was adjourned until Monday, the
18th September.

A.DJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at IS minutes

past 10 o'clock p.m.

Thursday, 14th September, 18.93.

Kensington Lane Closure Bill: committee -Wines,
Beer, and spirit SWe Act Amendment Dill: second
reading: adjourned deijate-Fremantle Water
ply Bill: fist neading-Loa Bill 1893S- first
ng-Aoreiins Protection Boar: proposed abo.
Utica r or.;bushe Tmnfieid: proposed lease to

Mr. Red-Engine Sparks Fire Prevention Bill:
second renuimg-Federal Council: Increase of Be-
presentatives to-Adjournment.

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Sir G. Shen-
ton) took the chair at half-past four
o'clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

KENSINGTON LANE CLOSURE BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1 agreed to.
Clause 2.-1 Closure of Kensington

Lane":;
Tax COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.

S. H. Parker): On the second reading of
this Bill hon. members referred to the
drain which has been constructed by the
Commnissioner of Railways. I believe
that the drain is a cemented one, and the
effect of its construction is that the drain-
age which ran in from the sides is now
held back. I understand from the Com-
missioner of Railways that this matter
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