Company Promoters. '

it was not the individual the promoter
wanted as a director, but it was the poli-
tical position the Minister ocoupied that
was of value. While our names were
our own, the political positions we oceu-
pied were not our own; therefore they
should not be used for promoting public
companies and agsigting individual in.
terests,. He was quite in accord with the
motion, and he would give it his support.

Mp. GEORGE (Murray): Not know-
ing anything about the merits of the
Peak Hill goldfields he would leave that
matter to the goldfields members to dis
cuss ; but he did know something about
the timber resources of the colony, and
he said empbatically that the position
taken up by Mr. Ednie Brown was such
that the Government should discharge
that officer from the position he occu-
pied.

Tue Presmier: Mr. Edpie Brown
would not give any more reports.

Mr. GEORGE: Mr. Edpie Brown had
reported as to Millar's Company, and also
the Canning Jarrah Timber Company, and
no doubt received a fee for so doing. But
recently Messra. Millar wished to cut tim-
ber on certain timber land which had been
reserved for the sole use of farmers and
settlers in the South-Western District;
yot permission was given to Messrs. Millar
to cut this timber. If the Commissioner
of Crown Lands were present, he would
have to corroborate the statement he (Mr.
George) was about {o make.

Tup Pesmier: The setilers were all
right.

Mer. GEORGE: They would bhe as
long as the present member for the
Murray represented them. Mr. Ednie
Brown supplied a report to Messrs.
Millar, who wished, for their own pur-
poses, to get a timber reserve made in
the district; and when spoken to by
him (Mr. George) about the rights of the
settlers, that officer simply laughed at
the matter. The people were robbed of
iheir rights by an official of the Lands
Department, who acted without any con-
sent from the Commissioner of Crown
Lands. People were not going to pay
the Government to do work, and then
have an officer turned into an agent to
promote companies.

Question put and passed.
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ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11.28 p.m.
until the next day.

Wegislatibe @ounsil,
Thursday, Ist September, 1898.

Paper presented — Motion: Swan River
Steamers and Boats (postponed}—Customs
Duties Amendment Bill, second reading
(moved} ; Division on adjournment—Beer
Duty Bill, second reading and remsining
stages (Standing Orders suspended)—Fire
Brigades Bill, third reading—Rivers Pol-

lution Bill, #third reading - Divorce
Amendment and Extension Biul, second
reading, debate concluded; division on

Amendment {passed), Bill arrested—Public
Education Bill, in Committee ; postponed
clauses considered ; Bill reported ; also
recommitted and reported — Ministerial
Statement: Loan (balance) floated ; Gold
Yield in the colony—Adjournment.

The PresmmesT took the chair at 4.30
o'clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the CoLontan SECRETARY: Agricul-
tural Bank, Return showing loans granted.
Ordered to lie on the table.

MOTION : SWAN RIVER STEAMERS AND
BOATS.

Hox. R. S. HAYNES moved: “That
a return be laid on the table of the House
showing—1, the number of Government
steamere and other boats on the Swan
River and at Fremantle ; 2, the cost of
each steamer or boat ; 3, the annual cost,
including crew, repairs, etc.; 4, the pur-
poses for whichthe same are used ; 5, the
number of days a week each boat has
been in use since 1st January, 1898." He
said the Government some time ago pur-



i372 Customs Dulics Bill:
chased the steamer Victoria for £7,000,
and that beat had been fully equipped
with officers and men. The Government
had another steamer, the Penguin, offi-
cered and manned. Another boat, the
Waratah, was also fully equipped with
officers and men.

Tus CoroniaL SgcrerakY: The Vie-
toria. was mentioned in the return sup-
plied by Mr. Briggs.

Hox, R. 8§ HAYNES: That was only
one. There were the Victoria, Penguin,
Waratah, and the boat the Government
engineer hopped into whenever he waated
to go 100 yards. Then there was a boat
which went up and down the river.

Tue CovoxiaL Sgcrerany: The Cyg-
net.
Tre PRESIDENT: When the hon

member was not here yesterday, the
Colonial Secretary drew attention to the
fact that the bulk of the information re-
quired by the hon. member was already
on the table.  Hon. members could not
call for information that had already
been supplied. Evidently the hon. mem-
ber had not read the return. Perheaps
it would be better for the hon. member
to postpone the motion until Tuesday,
and look through the return which was
on the table.

Hon. R. S. HAYNES said he would
move only that portion of his motion. re-
ferring to boats.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY :
hon. member want the dredges?

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES said he simply
wanted the boats. There was really a
fleet of boats on the river belonging to
the Government.

Tee PRESIDENT: It was impossible
to put the question to the House in the
way the hon. member proposed.

Hoy. R. 8. HAYNES said he would
adopt the suggestion of the President,
and ask leave to postpone the motion.

Motion postponed.

Did the

CUSIOMS DUTIES AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

Tun COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon,
G. Randell), in moving the second read-
iny, said:—7J desire to ask the co-opera-
tion of hon. members to enable me to
carry this Bill through the House this
evening if possible. The Bill is n very
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short one, and deals with only a few items
of the tariff, and no doubt hon. members
have made themselves fully acquainted
wilh the contents of the measure. The
gist of the Bill is in the second schedule.
In the first achedule it is provided that the
Opium Duty Act, 1886, and the Stock Tax
Act of 1893 be repealed ag the passing
of this Bill will render these Acts un-
necessary. Hon. members are aware that
the duties under this Bill have been col-
lected since the 18th of this month,
according to the usual procedure in con-
nection with all Customs Bille. The
mement a Custorn Bill is laid on the
table, it takes effect, and hon. members
will understand there is very good reason
why that should be so. The object is,
to a certain exient, to arrest the opera-
tions of clever and wealthy individuals,
who might, perhaps, direct their efforts
to the detriment of other persons who
are not so advantageously placed. In
every case in my remembrance, duties,
ucder the circumstances, have been col-
lected immediately the Bill was laid upon
the table. The present Bill is, 1 believe,
to some extent o redemption of the pledge
given by the leader of the Government
it another place during last session,
under pressure from the members of that
House. Whatever different opinion there
ma: be as to whether that pledge is now
fulfilled or not, the Bill seems to have
been generally accepted in another place
asareasonable and honest attempt to cope
with the difficulties which have arisen.
The Bill wilf afford relief in many cases,
and at the same time inflict no hardship
on any industry to an appreciable extent.
That the Bill is a scientific amendment of
the tariff T do not for one moment pre-
tend to say. I have no doubt that if hon.
members look into the details, they may
suggest many alterations, even inthe few
items which ¢ompose the measure. I my-
self have carefully eonsidered the
items, and speaking not as a mem-
ber of the Government but as an indivi-
dual, 1 can aay I accept them as a
ressonable effort to accede to demands
which have been made for the reduction
of the duties on the food of the great mass
of the people. No doubt amendment of
the duties on other commoditiescould be
suggested, but the Government desi.« 1o
deal! with o few items, and to disturb the
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tariff as little as possible, It iz not de-
sirable to frequently deal with the tariff.
Such a. course only unsettles business, and
creates difficulties, and, in some cases,
may very likely involve loss to persons
whe are eagaged in trade; and inter-
ference with the tariff in this country has
no* been very frequent. We are now
working under an Act which was passed
in 1893, and that Act was frumed on the
measure of 1888, so that the Government
cannot be accused of tinkering with the
tariff very often.

Hox. R. G. Bunoes: The tariff has
Leen changed once or fwice since 1893,

Tue COLONTAL SECRETARY: There
may have been one or two items dealt
with in the inferval which has elapsed.

Hox. B. G. Burges: Oh, a good many.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY: From
the second schedule it will be seen the duty
on cattle (including bullocks, steers, cows,
and calves), not otherwise enumerated,
ie reduced from 30s. to 15s.; the duty
on horses is 208 each; the duty on
pigs is reduced from 4s. to 2s. ; on sheep
from 2s 6d. to 1s 3d. each: and then
follow 2 number of animals which are
freo from duty. I have compared the
old and the new tariffs, and the only
change T see is the admission of bulls and
rams for stud pnrposes. On theseitems
& concession is given to the breeder of
animals for the purposes of his business.

How. R. G. Buroes:
cession is on calves.

Tun = COLONIAL SECRETARY : I
have endesvoured to ascertain the altera-
tions made, and the two I have men-
tioned are all I can see. On apparel the
duty has been increased 5 per cent., and
that is reasonable, especially on slop
clothing, which can bear a small increase.
Even the increased duty is very much
under that which prevails in Vicloria and
gome of the other colomies, with the ex-
ception of New South Wales, which, of
course, is free trade. The duty on bricks
has been incrensed 15s. per thousand.

How. A. B. Kipsox: What wasg the duty
before?

Tme COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
duty on bricks was 20 per cent.
on the export value; so hon. mem-
bers will see the Bill proposes =
very considerable increase. The duty
is n verying one; that is to sy,
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it might be as low as £1 per thousand,
and sometimes it might rise o £2. The
duty on cheese has been reduced 1d. per
Ib. ; end an effort was made in another
place to reduce the duty on cheese still
further. I hold the opinion that cheege
is a very important article of food, and
a very wholesome and healthy food.
There is not any other marketable edible
which gives so much nourishment to the
human system ascheese. Iam verygiad
to ses the proposed reduction of the
duty, and would have been still more
glad to see a further reduction proposed,
but the concession means a considerable
sum, if the importation of the article con-
tinues on the same scale as at present.
At the same time, should anyone attempt
to start the manufacture of cheese, the
impost will afford a very good protective
duty. The duty on clocks and watches
is increased by § per cent., while cordage
(including coir rope and other cordage
not otherwise enumerated) is removed
from the 5 per cent. list to the apecific
list, and a considerable increase of duty
will result.

How. R. S. HAYNES: 1T rise to a
point of order. This Bill does not an-
pear to comply with Standing Order 236,
which provides: —

If anv Bill received from the Leeislative As-
gemblv be a Bill for the appropriation of any
part of the revenue, or of any tax, rate, duty,
or impost, the Council will not proceed with
smch Bill unless the Clerk of the Lerislative
Assemblv shall have certified npon the RBill that
the purpose of such nppropriation had been re-
commended to the Legislative Assembly by the
Governor during the current session,

The endorsement does not appear on the
copy of the Bill hefore us.

Tae Presmwest: The only copy which
is endorsed is the original copy which i
sent down by message.

Tre COLONTAL SECRETARY: And
that copy I hold in my hand. Doors
(wooden), nccording to thickness, are re-
moved from the 20 per cent. ad valdrem
list te the specific list, under which the
duty varies from 3s., 4s, and 5s., accor-
ding to size, That is a concession to an
industrv which has been established in
our midst in connection with the timber
mills. On palvanised iron, which some
time ago was removed from the £2 per
ton list to the free list, it is now pro-
posed to place a duty of 20s. per ton.
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That duty will not be felt very heawily,
considering the number of sheets there

is in & ton, and how little the builder of

even a goed sized building would be
affected. The Government may reason-
ably ask for this impost, seeing that the
duty was at one time £2 per ton, and
that it is only proposed now to charge
£] per ton. As a set-off to the increase
of the duty on cordage, hon. members will
notice that hemp and flax {unmanufac-
tured) are to be admitted duty free, and
that is a concession to the rope manu-
focturer. It is considered probable that
rope works will be established here, if
some little protection is afforded, such
ag proposed in the Bill. On machinery
of all kinds a duty of 5 per cent. ad
valorem is imposed, and on parts of
machinery, 10 per cent. Hon. members
may think there was very litile cause
some time ago for moving magchinery
into the free list, seeing that a number
of factories have been established in our
midst, in which machinery of one kind
end another is constructed, and we shouid
do what we can to encourage the estal-
lishment and increase of these factories,
with the consequent extended employ-
ment of labour and benefit to the colony
generally. The duty on bacon and hams
is reduced to 2d. per nound. These ar-
ticles are, to some extent, a luxury ; and
we can well afford to pay a duty of 2d.
per lb. on ham, which can scarcely enter
into the food of the working man or the
mechanic. The same will apply, only to
a lesser extent, in regard to the article
bacon. There is a considerable reduc-
tion in other meats—hams, fresh, frozen,
and chilled meat, salt beef, salt and
cured mutton, preserved and tinned meat
and tongues; the duty on which I hope
will meet with the approbation of hon
members of the House. There has been
a very considerable concession on these
items, in some instances the duty having
been reduced one-half. Musical instru-
ments have been removed from the dd
valorem list, and placed on the specific
list. The obiect of that—and this has
obtained in Tasmania for a great num-
her of years—is to induce importers to
bring in a better article.

Hox. R. 5. Aavyes: Is there any duty
on bagpipes?
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Tas COLONIAL SECRETARY: There
is o duty ef £5 each on pianos not other-
wise enwmerated, but on square, grand,
or semi-grand pianos there is a duty of
£15 each. On harmoniume and cabinet
organs there is o duty of £3 each. That
is a low rate of duty, because a good
harmonium costs not less than £50. On
ordinary soap the duty has been in-
creased from 3s. to 7s. 6d. per owt., that
is half-a-crown increase. In addition to
that a very important article of food,
o very healthy one, and one that is very
nourishing—oatmeal—has been removed
from the dutiable list. These are the
various items on the tariff. It is rather
a work of supererogation on my part to
go into these items fully, because no
doubt members have made a note of the
amended tariff and the old one, and they
are fully seized of the amendments pro-
posed. I trust I ghall receive the cor-
dial co-operation of members in the
passing of this Bill It would be a
calamity to have it hanging up for some
time, and it iz desirable that we should
deal with it at once. I trust hon. mem-
bers will give the Bill their favourable
consideration and support, and pass the
measure into law,

Hoxn. J. E. Ricmarpson:
the duty on oatmeal before?
How. A. P. MaTrEsoN: 20s. per ton.

Hoxn. R. 8. Hayves: Is that coming in
freef

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY: Yes;
it was 20s. per ton

Hon. F. M. STONE: I do not know
whether the Government are to be con-
gratulated in bringing forward this Bill.
The Government certainly gave a pro-
mige that they would make living cheaper
in this colony. 1f people want to make
their livinz cheaner they will all have to
eat oatmeal. On the other items men-
tioned in the tariff the consumer will nct
benefit at all. The Government are now
taking the duty off cattle to the extent of
152, What on earth difference will that
muake to the consumer?

Hon. A. P, MaTneson : Half & farthing.

How. F. M. STONE: The Government
ment might just as well have left the
duty at 30s. When we lcok ot the Bill
it appears to be inconsistent. The Gov-
ernment reduce the duty on cattle by
one half, and immediately increase the

What was
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duty on clothing by ancther 5 -er cent.
It is a well-known fact that the squatters
have to buy ready-made clothing for the
natives they employ, therefore the squat-
ter will be taxed under the Bill. The
squatters in the North have really to pay
becouse they must have the ready-made
clothing for the natives—Iarge quanti-
ties of shirts and trousers are purchased
by the squatters. We now come to
cheese; 1d. per lb. is taken off that ar-
ticlee. How on earth will the consumer
benefit by that?

Hox. C. A. Pipsss: The consumer will
get it 1d. per lb. cheaper.

Hon. F. M. STONE: I cannot see that.
The consumer will go on paying the
same price. It will not make a bit of
difference in the cost of living. I think
no harm has been done by placing a duty
on bricks. There are only a few bricks
being imported here for a bank, which
has raised a preat deal of trouble.

Howx. R. G. Brraes: The bricks in the
tunnel of the Great Southern railway
were imported.

Hon. F. Mi STONE: The Govern-
ment would not have paid duty on them ;
they would come in duty free. It would
have been better if the Government had
tackled the whole tariffi and brought
forward a properly amended one. Tink-
ering with the tariff in this Bill will not
satisfy anyone, although the House may
pass it. The Bill will not satisfy those
whom the Government think it will.

Howv. H. G. PARSONS: The Colonial
Secretary said that nothing will safisfy
some people. To challenge the Govern-
ment on & question of public policy in a
wretched measure like this seems to be
rather absurd, but it is a course that T am
prepared to take. The Bill contains a
peint of publie policy on which the Gov-
ernment are bound to go down, if not in
the opinion of the House, in the opinion
of the country; and I believe the Gov-
ernment will go down in the opinion of
the House. Although we may have a
duty on hams as a luxury, I do not think
“tinned dog” should be allowed to come
in free, and the duty on hams, which are
more wholesome, shouwld be increased.
The Government are allowing town bulls
to come in free. I understand that the
Commissioner of Crown Lands intended
to supply town bullz free to the gold-
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fields constituencies, but that offer was
declined with courtesy by several of the
mayors in some of the goldfields towns.
There iz a serious inatter in this schedule
which affects the public of this colony, 1
wish to draw attention to the duty om
corrugated galvanised iron. There has
been & duty of 20s. a ton placed on this
article, and that is the highest duty im
posed by this tariff. Nothing is charged
80 high as galvanised iren. The Gov-
ernment some time ago took the duty off
galvanised iron. That was simbly because
they wished to encourage settlement, and
because people would build themselves
ovens of corrugated iron to live in, al-
though T wish they would not do that.
The Government, however, took this duty
off, and now, when people are leaving the
colony, the Government puts on a duty
of 20s. a ton, and raiees the railway
freight on corrugated iron to 25s. a ton.
This is not the way to encourage setuie-
ment,

Hox. R. S. Havves: Plain galvanised
iron is free.

Hox. H G. PARSONS: That is be
cauge no house is built of it. Corrugated

! galvaniged iron and building materjals

are taxed, and galvanised iron is the one
thing on the schedule that is fixed higher
than anything else. When the colony is
suffering from want of population, this
is not the time to place a duty on build-
ing materials.

Ho~. J. W, Hacgerr: The machinery
for corrugating iron i simple and cheap.

Hox. H. G. PARSONS: [ wish to point
out that all these building materials are
imported. There is the Coolgardie water
scheme, which is cripvling the credit of
the colony. The fields have never agked
for it. The people have a water supply
on the fields coming from God's heaven
which will supply all their wants. But
the Government want to prevent men
from making tanks to catch the water,
by putting a duty on iron. The Gov-
ernment, in all the departments—the Rail-
ways, the Customs, and the Lands—are in
conspiracy to stop settlement on the
fields, and the Government are stopping
people from bringing their wives and
families over here, which would double
the market for the producer.
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Hox. D. M'Ear: Why do not the
people bring in the plain iron and corru-
gate it here?

Hox. H. G. PARSONS: I am a pro-
tectionist as far as this colony is con-
cerned ; but, when population is going
away as it is now, this is not the time
to place a large duty on iron. It is not
reasonable. The Colonial Secretary has
said it will take a very few sheets of iron
to build a 1,000 gallon tank, as the top
and bottom are constructed of flat iron,
which comes in free. But why not allow
people to obtain tanks as cheaply as pos-
sible? T was talking to an importer the
other day, and he told me that square
tanks had been penalised now. The Gov-
ernment, in the interests of the Perth
brewers, have penalised the local brewers.
The ordinary square tanks which convey
malt and sugar to the brewer cost the
purchaser 19s. more now, owing to the
railway tariff. There are three things
which are crinnling this colonv. The
Government will not have a colonial share
register here. That is the first thing;
but that may be a fad of mine. 8iill,
there are two other matters which are
crippling the colony. The first is owing
to the absolute, inert lepislation that the
Government are responsible for ever since
I have been in the colony; instead of
mines being owned locally, the Govern-
ment are practically giving them away
to persons outside the colony. In pro-
portion as our mines prosper we lose
money, and the better part of the wages
earned here are remitted to the other
gide. The way to stop this considerable

drain iz to settle the peonle in
this colony with their wives nnd
families on the fields, and the

Gevernment say that can only be done
by giving the people water. That ir the
reason why the Premier has stuck to his
ill-omened Coolgardie water scheme. The
Premier says that until women can geb
water on the fields to wash their clothes
with, and to grow cabbages with, they
will not o up there. T say that if you
can ret the women on the fielde the men
will become more settled. The men will
build houses. Each person will build =
house of the value of about £300 on his
quarter-acre allotment. T may say here
that when the Commissioner of Crown
Lands entered the Government, he said
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he was going to give every man an acre
or two acres of land ; but since the pre-
sent Commissioner of Crown Lands has
been in office no one has been able to get
any land at all. The Government will
double the traffic on the railways; they
will double the rates and taxes and the
population, if they encourage settlement
here. The stand which I took on the
Divor¢e Bill was that as the men on the
fields had not their wives with them, they
ought to have a divorce, The want of
population will damage the revenue of
this country materially, and block all Lro-
oress,

Hox. W. T. Loron: What does?

Hor. H. G. PARSONS: The want of
population. The men would have their
wives with them if they could.

Hon. C. A, Pmsse: Is not the hon
member going off the track?

How. H. G. PARSONS: No; I am
sticking %o iron. The peopld on the
goldfields can, year in and year out, catch
their year’s supply of water from the roof
of an ordinary £300 house. On the fields
people can have their shower bath, they
can have water for the family washing
and for washing their pots and pans, and
they can have all their drinking water
carught on their own house. A person
can catch 6,000 gallons of water a year
—in fact a person this year could have
enught 20,000 gallons off a hause. My
tank which holds 6,000 gallons hag been
running over for a long time, and 6,000
gallons is my year’s supply. I cannot
understand how presumably intelligent
persons con insert in a schedule like this
such an item as galvanised iron. The
Government place an item here of town
bulls free, and rams free, and all that
kind of thing for the henefit of the agri-
cultural -population. That is all very
well, but we must first have a goldfields
ronulation. so that we can consume the
produce of the agricultural portion of the
community. T say that the aholition of
this small item on the tarif—this duty
on iron—vwill restore the colony’s credit,
because it will do away with the Coolanr-
die water scheme.

Hon. C. A, PiEssE:
aoorlie water scheme.

Hoy. H, G. PARSONS: If T were to
eall it the Kalgoorlie water scheme it
would be just the same—I do not like it.

Call it the Kal-
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Ii the Government will allow people to
have roofs to their houses we shall not
want the Coolgardie water echeme, be-
cause the mines have enough water and
20 will the people have. This duty of 20=

per ton which it is proposed to place

upon corrugated galvanised iron shows
a want of acquaintance on the part of the
Government with the conditions of the
colony, a want of appreciation of a mar-
ket for the producers. The Govern-
ment are responsible for the way in
which people are leaving the colony, as
well as being responsible for all the re-
venue from the mines leaving the colony
and the wages being sent away. The
Government will not try to understand
the goldfields. T give the Government
credit for the best intentions, but the Go-
vernment hag most lamentably failed. Let
us consider the duty on corrugated iron.

Tur CoroniaL SEcRETARY: What dif-
ference will it make in the cost of a tank
holding 1,000 gallons?

Hon. H. G. PARSONS: It will double
the price.

Tae CoLoNiat SECRETARY:
make about 2s. difference.

How~. J. W. Hackerr: About 2s. 6d.

Hon. H. G. PARSONS: You are talk-
ing of the prime cost of the irom; 1T
am talking of the tank after it
comos into use as a finished article.
The main building material of the gold-
fields ought not to be penalised. This
drastic policy of petting every shilling
the Government can from the goldfields
is abaurd. Slight as this duty may ap-
pear, it is against the policy of settlement.
It is opposed to the encouragement of set-
tlement and population, and it is, in
another way, an impediment to the
colony’s credit. I would move a sugges-
tion that the Bill be sent bagk to another
place to abolich the duty on galvanised
iren,

Trp PresipeEnt: The hon. member can
do that when the Bill is in Committee.

Hox. H. G. PARSONS: T intend to
do that.

Howx. R. 8. HAYNES: I wish to draw
the attention of hon. members to this
fact: We are agreed on the principle of
the Bill—that there should be a revision
of the tariff, and the House will, at all
events, discues this Bill in Committee. I
wag going to say that I did not agree with

Tt will
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any part of the achedule, hut there is
very little that I do agree with. Still,
the matter ought to be discussed, there-
fore hon. members will no doubt approve
of the second reading. If the Bill goes
into Committee we can deal with the
items separately. If hon. members ap-
prove of the principle, why shouldwe not
go into Committee at once? I may say
that I approve of very little which is in
the schedule. I agree with Mr. Stone in
saying that there is no necessity to re-
duce the duty on cattle.

Hon. W. T. LOTON: Before we go
into Committee on this Bill, T should
like to say, in onposition to what Mr. R.
8. Haynes said, that I do not agree with
the principle of the Bill. T think it is
a most unfortunate thing that the Gov-
ernment of the colony should, year after
year, interfere with the tarff. At
the last general election the Gov-
ernment laid down a policy which
wag, to some extent, a protective policy,
and the country expected that during the
four years of this Parliament that would
be the general policy, and would not be
interfered with &t all. This is not the
first time that the tariff has been inter-
fered with. I do not hesitate to say that
it is & grievous mistake for any Govern-
ment to be continually meddling with the
tariff. When the tariff is interfered with
at all it should be gone into thoroughly.
But the Government are afraid, I think,
to deal with the tariff in that way. They
have simply meddled with the thing
They have cut down a few duties here,
and have placed more duties on in other
directions. The Government might just
as well have left the tariff undisturbed.
The tariff proposes to take half a farth-
ing off meat and put 5 per cent. on
clothing. If it is necessary for revenue
purposes to touch the tariff at all, the
Government could have done the whole
thing in three items. They could have
retained a small duty on tea, with which
no one would have found fault, and they
would have obtained £10,000 or £15,000
from that duty. Then the Government
could have put a small duty on sugar,
which the country would not have ob-
jected to, and they could have put an
extra 1d. on beer, which would have
made up the difference. 1 omly rose to
say that T am not in sccord with the
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principle of the Bill. 1 am not going to
say that I oppose it. It has been brought
down a8 a matter of convenience.

Thae Coroviar SECRETARY: A demand
was made upon the Government.

How. W. T. LOTON: When demands
are made they should be considered, but
the Government should stand by their
own, policy, and let those who demand
alterations turn the Government out and
try to govern the country themselves If
the Government remains in power and
meets the demands of the Opposition, it
will come to a poor state of thinggs in the
end. I am sorry to say it is coming to
that state of affairs now. A great deal
has been said as to the duty on galvan-
ised iron. In 1895, before this duty was
taken off, the duty received from gal-
vanized iron amounted to the large sum

of £2000. I think the duty wag then
30s.

Tae CoLonNial SECRETARY: It was
£2.

Hox. W. T. LOTON: That was in
1895, and the Government received

£2000 from that duty.

Hon. H. G. Papsons: That was be
fore people began to build.

Hox, W. T. LOTON: Mr. DParsons
hns said that the people on the gold-
fields, with an iron roof, could catch sufli-
cient water for their own supply for the
year. I believe the statement of the
hon. member is pretty nearly right, but
why ia all this disturbance made nbout a
duty of £1 per ton on galvanised iromn.
About a ton and a half of galvanized iron
would roof an ordinary cottage.

How. C. A, Pimsse: About a ton,

Hon. W. T. LOTON: I am giving &
good margin of half a ton, and I say that
a ton and a half would do the whole roof-
ing of the building, and the duty on that
wowld be 30s. ; therefore, a person would
have to pay 30s. extra if the duty is im-
posed. The long argument of the hon.
member was rather absurd in regard to
this duty. Still, I think the Government
could well have left the duty out. I do
not know why the Government selected
corrugated galvanised iron. There are
many articles that would have given a
higher duty. I do not know whether any
members wish to say much on this mat-
ter, but I hope we shall go into committee
at once,

[COUNCIL.)
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Hor. A. P. MATHESON: I agreewith
other members who have spoken in re-
garding this Bill as absolutely unsatis-
factory. It is & peculiar thing that those
who support the Government, and those
wko, in a sense, are in opposition to the

"Government on the tariff question, are

unanimous in their attitude towards this
Bill. That obviously arises from the fact
that the Government have Deen
endeavouring to please both parties, that
ia to say, they have been endeavouring
to carry out pledges in regard te the food
duties, and, at the same tune, to carry
those pledges out in such a way a3 to
do no practical pood whatever to the
consumer. The Government have senl
down amendments of the tariff which are
absolutely delusive. I have taken out
the fizures very carefully, and, knowing
exactly the amount the Government
expect from each article, I propose to
deal with the various items. First of all,
I want to obtain, if possible, from the
Colonial Secretary, information as to
whether agricultural machinery is 1n-
cluded in the schedule here.

Tee CovroNial SECRETARY : Machinery
of all kinds is included.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: Machinery
of all kinds? When 1 %urn o the
Customs returns to sascertain what
“machinery of all kinds” does include, I
find that agricultural machinery and
implements are put in a different cate-
gory. It seems to me that unless the
House obtains some pledge from the
Government that agricultural machinery
is intended to be included, we shall be
met later on with the discovery that
agricultural machinery has not heen
taxed, but is under a separate category,
and is still imported free as agricultural
implementa,

Tan CovomiaL Secrerary: That will
gtill be so. I think it is under =»
different heading altogether.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : Agricultural
in:plemente includes machinery, so far as
I can judge by the eustoms returns, and
I have carefully gome into the matter
with ell the data which is placed at the
dispoeal of hon. members.

Hox. R. G. Buraes: That is not the
intention of the Act.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON: We
just heard from the Colonial

have
Secre-
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:ary that is the intention of the Act. 1
do not know the authority of the hon,
rentleman, buf I believe he is accurate.
[i 15 the intention of the Government to
eave agricultural machinery out of the
tariff. If the charge is fair on the
machinery employed in general commer-
cirl undertakings, it is fair that agricul-
tural machinery should also be included.

Hon. C. A. Pmssg: It is intended to
ber included.

Hon. A. I MATHESON: T unde-
sland it is not, and I think that the House
sheuld ge into Committee on the Bill with
1 clear understanding on the subject, The
wsition is, that the value of the
nining machinery imported for the
year ending 30th Jume, 1898, was over
£200,000, and a tax of five per cent.
weuld bring in’ £10,000, whereas agrieul-
ural machinery practically gets off scot
free. The House will understand I am
not raising any objection to the five per
:ent. charged on mining machinery, if the
Government absclutely require to raise
that amount for the purpose of revenue.
[t is perfectly clear the country cannot
be carried on without money, but I main-
taim that it would be exceedingly unfair
to the industry which I particularly .e-
present if mining machinery alone is
sddled with a tax.

Twe CoLowiaL SECRETARY : Agrieultural
machinery is tazed already with a five
per cent. duty

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : No, it is free
of duty ; it was freed last year.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY :
year.

Hox A. P. MATHESON: This is a
mutter on which it is desirable there
should be a clear understanding. There
is another point I want to submit to the
:orsideration of the House before we go
intc Committee on the Bill, and that is,
tha* while the Bill was being discussed in
wiother place, “machinery, parts of,” were
m a chance amendment gaddled with 10
per cent. duty, while the duty on ma-
chinery was left at 5 per cent. During
the course of to-day I have been making
enguiries, which confirm me in an impres-
sirn that nearly all machivery is imported
inte the colony in parts, and that, as mat-
sers stand at present. the Collector of
Customs would undoubtedly be within his

Oh, last
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right in charging 10 per cent. on nearly
thy whole of the machinery at present im-
ported.

How. A. B. Kmpson: That has already
been the effect.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON: I was un-
aware of that, but I have been telephon-
iny to importers during the afternoon,
pointing out that that would be the effect,
and it is evidently the intention of the
Gevernment that it should be the effect.
There is & minor peint, of which I cannit
say whether it affects agricultural mem-
ber. or not, and though I de not take
much interest in the matter, 1 call
atrention to the fact that pigs for breed-
img purposes usced to be free, but now
nave been cut out of the favourea tariff,
and will have to pay 2a. a head. That 1s
a fact I submit to the careful considera-
tion: of agricultural members. The prac-
tical question of the food duties is, after
all, the most important we have to con-
sider. The Government were absolutely
pledged to reduce the food duties.
Though I am perfectly willing to
recognise that, under the present con-
dition of the finances of the country,
it is difficult for the Government to do
very much in the way of reducing the
duties, still what they do in that direc-
tion ought to be honest, and intended to
alleviate the extreme difficulty people
find in living cheaply in this colony. I
propose to deal with the figures in such
a way as I hope will convince members
that the Government have absolutely
failed in that direction, and, I believe,
intentionally failed. I believe the Gov-
ernment have intentionally arranged
matters in that way. to avoid dis
pleasing a portion of the inhabitants of
the coleny, while at the same time de-
luding & large majority into the impres-
sion that an honest endeavour is being
made te reduce the duties on food. Let
us take the duties which they propose
to reduce on cattle for slaughter, and
pigs and sheep. The amount of the
Government loss by the reduced duty on
the basis of last year's imports will be
£17,000 odd; on cattle for slaughter
£9,229, on pigs £789, and on sheep
£7,124, not one penny of which will
benefit the comsumer. It is absolutely
impossible, as ‘things stand, that one
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penny of that money can benefit the
tonsymer.

Tee Covonian SecreTary: The same
w&)uld be said if all the duties were taken
Oll.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON: It would be
exactly the same if all the duties were
taken off, and, therefore, I advocate that
the duties be left as at present. Why
ghould the country lose the money, un-
less the consumer is going to bepefit? It
is simply playing the fool—though that
is not & very parliamentary expression—
with the whole of the electors of the
country who are led to believe that
the Government are making enormous
sacrifices in order to give cheap food,
while really the Government are chuek-
ling to themselves, well awere that the
consumer will not be benefited one farth-
ing. The Government have gone to a
emall extent in the right direction in
only oune item practically in the whole
achedule,, and that is in the item which
showa a reduction of the duty on frozen
and chilled meat. That duty has been
reduced from i4d. to 3d. per pound, and
there is no doubt that the consumer will
feel the advantage of that reduction al-
most immediately.  Within a few

months, importers will be able to bring

in frozen meat, and then the consumer
will get the full benefit of the reduction
in the duty. But the Government should
retain the full original duty on stock,
the removal of which would do no good
whatever to the country, and take off
the duty of three farthings per pound on
chilled meat. The result of the reduec-
tion under this head proposed by the
Government will be a loss, on last year's
returns, of £8,224 on frozen meat, every
penny of which the consumer will benefit
by. Let the Government retain the
£17,000 odd which they get in duty on
stock. :

Hox. F. T. Crowner: The Government
will not get that duty if frozen meat is
let in free.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: Why not{

Hox. F. T. CrowpEr: Because the
people will eat frozen meat.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: I gee no
reazon why people should eat frozen
meat if they prefer fresh.

Hown. F. T. CrownBr: Frozen meat is
cheaper,

[COUNCIL.]
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Hov. A, P. MATHESON: I a
strongly of opinion that we eat froze
meat now, and not fresh meat, and y«
the .consumption of live cattle goes o
just the same, Let the Governmer
give up the £8,224 now received as dut
on frozen and chilled meat.

Hox. A. B. Kipsor: Is the hon. men
ber in favour of retaining the stock tax

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: I am ce
tainly in favour of retaining the stoc
tax, the removal of which would do n
good whatever. Let the Government ac
here to the stock tax, and give us th
full benefit of free frozen or chilled mea
a proceeding which would result in n
lose of revenue. A farthing has bee
knocked off the duty on preserved an
tinned meats, and that means a loss t
the Government of £3,022. The dut
was three farthings and now it is a hal
penny, and the Governmemt ought t
knock off a farthing and give the cor
sumer the benefit of the £1,500. The
in order to make up the amount paid i
stock tax, the Government ought to tak
10s. per ton off the duty on flour, and &
provide cheap bread and meat. IF th
Government are honest in their desire
they ought to take the duty off the tw
gtaples of existence, bread and mewn
The duty on flour is 30s, per ton, and th
Government could well afford to give u
10s. of that duty, which would mean
loss of £7,991 to the revenue.

Hon. R. G. Buroes: Consumers woul
not get the benefit.

Howx. A. P. MATHESON : They woul

Hox, R. G. Burges: It would no
amount to more than a farthing
pound,

Hown. A. P. MATHESON : It would a
tell in the long run, and it would be a
honest attempt on the part of the G¢
vernment to give cheap food. Th
stock tax might be retained, amountin
to £17,000, and reductions made i
directions in which they would be full
appreciated to the amount of £16,000.

How. J. W. Haceerr: Who is going t
import live meat when they can impor
dead meat freef

Hox, A. P. MATHESON: The hor
member might just as well ask who i
going to import live stock now? Tt §
simply a matter of the price at which yor
buy live meat.
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Hox. J. W. Hackerr: No man in his
enses would import live meat, under the
ircumstances,

Howx. A. P. MATHESON: The Goverc-
nent evidently assume the importer
vill go on doing it. If the hon. member’s
rgument is worth anything, the Govern-
nent must be fatally in error, becausc
hey bave already reduced the duty on
rozen meat by three-farthings, whereas
he stock tax reduction only amounts to
omething less than a farthing. In that
age, if the hon. member’s argument be
eally sound, people would, even under
he present circumstances, stop import-
og cattle, and the Government would
hen lose the £17,000 they are reckomag
m.
Hox. F. T. Crowper: The difference
vould not be so great as to alter the
irice.

Ho~. J. W. Hacrerr: The difference
ietween free meat and taxed meat? |

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : The fact re-
nains that if the Government are going
o leave matters ag they stand, they will
ose the £17,000, and the consumer is
1wt going to get any benefit. As to the
luty on slops, the Government obviously
nust find revenue somewhere if duties
re taken off food. The Government have
ertainly taken off duty to the amount of
bout £45,000, but of that, I have proved,
17,000 would be absolutely inoperative
o aid in our preseat distress. As to oat-
neal, that is another instance on which
he Government are simply deluding the
ountry at large. The duty paid on oat-
neal imported last year was only £731,
nd it is perfectly ludicrous to put that
rticle on the free list, because, so far asg

can see, there is bardly any oatmes!
onsumed. The value of oatmeal imported
ras £11,000.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: Hit high or hit
ow, there is no satisfying you.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON: On the con-
rary, I would be perfectly satisfied if the
luty were taken off anything in ordinary
onsumption, but the articles on which
he duties have been reduced are not in
rdinary consumption. The Colonial Sec-
etary laid stress on the fact that the duty
lad been tnken off hemp and flax. Now,
vould the House be surprised to hear
hat no hemp or flax is imported into the
nlony at all, and never has been.
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Tee Covoxiar SecreTary: That was
because cordage was free, was it not?

Hox, A. P. MATHeSON: I do not
know, but whether cordage was free or
was not, hemp and flax have never been
imported ; yet the Colonial Secretary
rather plunmed himsef on the fact that the
Government were generously going to al-
low hemp and flax in free.

ToE CoLox1aL SBCRETARY: I stated the
reason was to encourage an industry.

Hox, A. P. MATAKSON: I do not
think there are any other things in the
gchedule worthy of attention at this mo
ment, but I trust the House will not go
into Committee on the Bill this evening.
The question of machinery is really the
important one.

Hon. W. T. Loton: The sooner we
get into Committee, the sooner the mat-
ter will be dealt with

How. A. P. MATHESON: 1 hope the
House will not go inte Committes to-day.
On the important question of machinery
we have not sufficiently accurate data,
and 1 do not suppose anyone has,

Hox. H. G. Parsons: The Govern
ment have not; they do not know what
machinery is

How. F. T. CROWDER: I rise to ob-
ject to tinkering with the tariff session
after session. When two Bills were pre-
viously brought before the House, redue-
ing the duties on different articles, I
spoke very strongly against the reduc-
tions, especially in the case of sugar and
tea. I pointed out at the time that the
reduction would not benefit to any great
extent the working classes, but on the
other hand would be the means of allow-
ing thousands of people, living in tents
in the colony and drawing salaries ocut
of the loan moneys of the colony, to live
here without contributing a farthing to-
wards the ‘revenue. I pointed out that
the time would come—which has come—
when these men, after growing fat on our
loan moneys, would leave the colony by
thousands at the first dawn of any trou-
ble, leaving those who had any stake in
the country to pay the interest on the
loans. Hon. members have only to walk
into any shipping office to find that all
the berthing accommodation in the stea-
mers for a fortnight ahead is engaged,
and that additional steamers have been
telegraphed for to Melbourne and Sydney
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in order to cope with passenger traffic to
the easf. 'The dutiez on tea and sugar
ehould never have been interfered with
I am aware the Government were placed
in rather an invidious position in regard
to the stupid pledge that they made un-
der pressure, that they would deal with
the tariff in the way of making food
cheaper. But surely in the present
finanoial position of the country, every-
body would have absolved the Government
from dealing with the tarif. Every
penny the Government can raise is re-
quired, seeing that the revenue of the
colony will, at least, be something like
half a million short of the estimate. Pro-
duction will increase in the colony, and
the imports of wheat and produce will
not be anything like what they have been
in past years. Thus the receipts from
the customs will fall short, and even now
the revenue is from £50,000 to £70,000
below the estimate every month; and
inn the face of that the Government are
tinkering with the teriff. Will any hon.
member tell me that the reductions made
are going to beneficially affect the work-
in? olasses at all? The reductions will
simply have the effect of putiing money
into the pockets of middlemen and mer-
chants. I agree with the contention
that it would be better to retain the duty
on meat, seeing that-the consumer will
not gain a farthifg by the reduction.
It is not my intedtion to move that the
Bill be read This diy six montks, but
did I do so, I believe I would find a
majority to vote with me. It is cer
tainly bad policy to tinker with the
tariff at the present time, because the
position of the colony is suoh that the
Government should procure every penny
they legitimately can. If the Govern-
ment would only throw eover the insane
Coolgardie water scheme, they could talk
about lowering the tariff ; but so lopg as
that scheme is hanging over our heads,
s¢ long will our financial position be &
bad one. The Government have no
right whatever to reduce the tariff in the
face of our financial position, which is as
bad as it could be made.

Several Msusers: Ne, no.

Hon. B. MLARTY: I regret to say I
really cannot compliment the Govern-
ment on the introduction of this measure.
Three years ago, when I had the henour
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to move the Address-in-Reply, there wi
in His Excellency’s Speech a paragray
to the effect that the Government i
tended to reduce the duties on certai
articles. I then exvressed iy opinic
very strongly that the Governmen. wei
going on wrong lines, especially in co
nection with tea and sugar, and othi
items which had far better have been le
alone. I quite agree with what he
fallen from Mr. Crowder. 'The redu
tions in the duties have been brougl
about to satisfy & class of people wh
omne here, and who, having made a
they could in the country, are clearin
out as soon as trouble threatens. Speal
ing for myself, I am the head of a prett
large household, in which a great de
of food is consumed, and I never foun
any great burdem from the tax om te
and sugar. [ have always foreseen ths
the day would come when the Goven
ment would require revenue, and it |
absurd to Le continually tinkering wit
the tariff, trying-to make thinga chea
in the colony, when, of necessity, taxe
must -be placed on other things for th
purpose of raising revenue. The clas
of people of which I am a represent:
tive in this House have a good deal ¢
reason to complain of the suggestivn
of the vovernment in regard to the pr
sent tariff. We are agked to put a dut
on machinery, and it appears that it i
not clear whether farming implement
and machinery are included in the taxe
articles. We are asked to put a dut
of § ver cent. on machinery and 10 pe
cent on duplicate parts, and that I re
gard as a monstrous thing.

Tue CovovisL SecRETARY: [ do no
think that is a proposal of the Govern
ment, though it was carried in the othe
House.

How. B. M'LARTY : During last has
vest time, it cost me £15 for duplicat
parts of machinery in the field, and
found the imposition of the duty caus
great expense. That duty has bee
placed on because of the pressur
brought to bear by foundry proprietor
who were always complaining about th
abolition of the duty on machinery
Then, I take it that cordage will includ
twine and string, and these are very ex
pensive articles.  People who are culti
vating the land have to pay large sum
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for binder twine—perhaps more than
hon. members have any idea of—and this
is an article which ought not to be taxed.
I cordially endorse what has fallen from
Mr, Matheson. The reduction of the duty
vi live stock is uncalled for, and will only
serve to enrich five or six people in the
colony, while the bulk of the population
receive no benefit whatever. I give those
persons who will be direotly benefited
by the reduction of duty, all credit for
having the manliness to stand up and
tell the country the effects of the reduc-
tion. These people do not cloak the
benefits they themselves will derive, or at-
tempt to argue that the reduction will
do good to the public. They say that the
effect will be to put many hundreds of
pounds in their pockets; indeed, that
has already been the effect, and will con-
tirue to be the effect, while, on the other
hand, the result will be prejudicial to pas-
toralists of the cofony. I have already
been. told by one firm of importers, now
the duty has been reduced on imported
stock, that next year I may expect a re-
duction of £2 per head in the price of
the stock in which I am interested. That
stock I have been labouring to bring on
the market for 15 or 16 years at a cost
of some thousands of pounds, and now
that there is a chance of my succeeding
and making a living, 1 am met by the
Government with a Bill to reduce the
duty for the benefit of half a dozen peo-
ple. A great deal of pressure has been
brought to bear on the Government, and
a great deal of blume is to be attached
to the representatives of Perth and Fre-
mantle and the goldfields, who have al-
ways urged ihat®the duty on stock was
the cause of the high price of meat. 1
have said over and over again that if
any person could show me that abolition
of the stock tax would reduce the price
of meat to the consumer, I would con-
sent to that abolition. Dut I am satis
fied that the abolition of the tax would
have no such effect. The reduction of
the duty to 15s. would be a dead loss to
the revenue, and no benefit whatever to
the publicc. The farming community
have a great deal to complain of in the
tarifi, which I do not think has been well
considered.  There are some articlea
which mighf be admitted free, and
amongst these is cheese. It will be many
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years before thie colony will produce
cheese, and I for one would have raised
no objection whatever if the duty on that
article had been abolished. The farm-
ing community have to pay duties on
machinery, binder twine, cordage of all
kinds, and clothing, and the latter is a
matter which affects the squatters con-
siderably. It might be thought that
clothing was n amall item, but T can as-
sure hon. members that, in the case of
a couple of stations I am interested in,
large amounts are paid for clothing.
It wili all tell up and make a considerable
diiference in the course of a year. I can-
not say I congratulate +he Government
or (bhis attempt to amend the tariff. I
am aware thaf, last year, pressure was
Lraeght to bear on the Premier, and he
I'rowmized to bring in a Bill this sessior.
I regret that the Premier was foroed into
nimhing that promise, but, having made
in, T think it would have been better, it
the nltered circumstances of the colony,
if the Premier had explained the whole
muiter to the House, and left it to the
goodness and judgment of hon. members
to tay whether the tariff should be altera:d
or rol. I am sure if the Premier had
donhe that the good sense of hon. members
wculd have released him from hie proniise.
Every one must know that if che Govern-
meni take the duties off certain things
they must put them on other things, and
that s what has been done. I am in-
ciired to think if a motion had been made
that this Bill be read this day six months
T would have seconded it.

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER : 1 take a very
sinilar view to that which hon members
wiw have spoken take. 1 do not con-
sider we c¢an congratulate the Govern-
ment for bringing in this Bill at the pre-
gens Lime. We know the finances of the
coicny do not justify the Government in
making any appreciable reduction in the
dutieg; therefore I think it unwise to
meddle with the tariff at the present time,
Wz cannot admit the wisdom of the Gov-
ernment in having introduced a Bill in
this direction. The Government should not
decrease the revenue at such an import-
ant time as this. Taking this view, 1
move “That in consideration of the present
depressed state of the colony’s finances
and the decline in the revenue, this
honourable House does nobt consider i
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desirable to reduce the existing duties,
feeiing sure the proposed reduction will
not materially benefit the consumers.” I
beg to move that the Bill he read this
day six months, and I trust I shall meet
witl the support of hon. members. This
1= n reatter of vital importance, or I would
nes Le =0 ready to move this motion. I
can see that the consumers will not in
any way benefit to any appreciable extent
frcm the alterations, but that ihe revenue
w:ll suffer to a very great extent.

Hown. F. WHITCOMBE: I do not knew
that I am altogether in favour of the
sendment. I question the wisdom of
throwing the Bill out. If the measure
goes into Committee, [ shall combine with
any party to strike out & very great por-
tion of the articles mentioned in the second
schedule. I do not understand the claim
puc forward by the Colonial Secretary in
advocating these reductions in cordage
and hemp and flax in order to encourage
factories for rope-making, because no
such factories are in existence in this
colony ; and at the same time to reduceg
the duty on soap when we have soap fac-
torics here. There may be some ider
that the Government are generous in pro-
posing these slterations. That reminds
me somewhat of the extreme politeness
of the native races in New Zealand, who
always say that the depth of the argu-
ment of Ministers is such that they are
not able to discover it. I think that is
similar to the policy of the Government.
It is all very well for the Colonial Secre-
tary to say that this Bill was demanded
lasi year, and has been brought forward
in accordance with a promise then given.
Buw I go further than Mr. McLarty, who
said that the Government should have
come forward and informed the House
that the condition of the colony was such
thirs a reduction in the tariff could not take
place, and ask the House to release the
Government from its promise. I should
have gone further, and said that the Pre-
mier_should have stated that the condi-
tion of the colony was such that a reduc-
tion could not be made because he
wanted all the revenue. And I believe
the Premier, if he had done this, would
bave had the support of both Houses. 1
regret that the Premier did not exhibit
confidence in himself, and take that
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gtand.  As to the immedi-
ate passage of this Bill, I think
that is wrong. The Bill was only

brought down to this House yester-
day, and sufficient time has not
been given {0 members to make a close
examination into the proposals of the
Bill, to enable us to deliberate upon it.
As the new tarifi has only been in force
since the 18th of last month, no possible
harm can be done, and the consideration
of the measure could easily be deferred
for some time. I quite agree with tha
sugrestion made by My, Loton, that the
duties should never have been taken off
tea and sugar. I think this Bill should
have contsined a proposzl to re-impose
the duty on tea and sugar, and also on
kerosene oil. It was the duty of the
Government, having regard to the con-
siderable ezodus which is teking place
from the colony, to have taken a stand
and collected all the revenue they could,
and not propose to reduce the revenue
by £36,000. The Government might
have instituted a public works policy to
give employment to men, there%y keep-
ing the population in the colony. If that
policy had been adopted and carried out,
we would not have heard so much of the
general exodus which has been going on,
for although the amount of money which
the Government would have been able to
expend would not have stopped the
exodus altozether, it would have acted s
a check. It was my intention to have
agked the Government why some steps
were not being taken to check the ezodus,
but I was advised not to do s0. I was
informed that I should have an oppor-
tunity of saying what I wanted to say
in this debate. I think it is a pity that
as soon a8 the Government saw the exodus
taking place, they did not face the posi-
tion, and =ee if some inducement could
not be offered, by which the people would
have been retained within the colony. I
think it is a pity that the Government
have not done this When I came into
this House I had pledged myself to my
constituents in favour of a reduction of the
food duiies to a large extent, and in
favour ofareduction of other duties; but
having become acquainted with the posi-
tion of the colony, I am perfecily satisfied
that I should be doing wrong if I did
not go behind my pledges, and oppose
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the remission of the duties, trusting to
the good sense of my constituents, when
1 explain my reasons to them. i think
that no hon. member who votes against
this Bill will be blamed by his consti-
tuents for so doing, considering the posi-
tion of the colony at the present time.
But T should like the Bill to go into com-
mittes, and then Le cut about. 1 have
very great doubt now whether I will not
vote for the amendment proposed by Mr.
Dempster.

Hox. A. B. KIDSON: 1 desire to add
my quots to the chorus of disapproval of
ths Bill. It seems to me that the Gov-
ernment, in endeavouring to meet the
pledee they made, are really going from
bad to worse. The idea, I understand,
was that the Government, by altering the
tariff, should provide cheap food for the
people. That is the sole object of a Bill of
this kind, and I ask hon. members to
look «t the list of articles affected by the
Bill, and say what articles of food there
are therein contained. In the first place
I see free of duty items, and they are as
follow : —“Bulls for stud purposes:
cows for breeding purposes: horses for
stud purposes: mares for breeding pur-
poses: rams for stud purposes: and
ewes for breeding purposes: calves and
foals under the age of sixteen months.”

Hon. G. Buroes: These are free of
duty mow.

Hon. A. B. KIDSON: These are items
that would come in free under this Tariff
Bill, which is brought forward to reduce
the price of food. With regard to live
stock, everybody is agreed that the re
duction of 15s. per head on cattle iz not
going to benefit the consumer. But T wll
no$ go so far as Mr. MTarty, or Mr.
Matheson, who said that if the duty of
30s. was removed the consumer would not
Lenefit, because I believe that if the whele
duty were knocked off there would be
gome benefit. We find other items on
the tariff which are for the benefit of the
consumer : —“Clocks and watches, cord-
age, doors, galvanised iren, hemp, and
flax.”” All these are to benefit the con-
sumer. I say the only thing which will
be of any benefit to the whole of the peo-
ple is the reduction of the duty on frozen
meat, The duty is infinitesimal, and 1
think the consumer will bepefit in regard
to frozen meat. T agree with hon. mem-

[1 SerremBER, 1898.]

Second reading. 1385

bers that the Bill is most unsatisfactory,
bui 1 feel that if this House carries the
amendinent it will have an ill effect.

Hox. E. M‘Larry: 1 cannot see that.

‘Hox. A. B. KIDSON: For a consider-
able time past the duties have been col-
lected on the articles mentioned in the
schedule, and there are articles men-
tioned in this tarifi which are to come in
duty free. If the Bill is thrown out, the
Government will have lost the duty on
those articles which are to be allowed to
come in free. I have had communication
with those -in authority in regard
to this matter, and 1 am informed
the QGovernment will have a tremen-
dous loss in this month’s revenue.
The duties that have been paid on these
articles will have to be remitted, and, so
far as articles are concerned which have,
under the new tariff, been admitted free,
the duty camnot be recovered. There
is the same result with every change of
the tariff.

Ho~. F. WmrconBe : Duty is charged
on the latter class of articles until the
Bill passes.

Hox. A. B. KIDSON: I believe the
lion. member is misinformed.

Hon. F. Warrcouse: No. Where duties
are increased they are paid at once.
‘Where duties are decreased, they are not
remitted until the Bill passes.

Hox. A. B. EIDSON: I am given to
understand that the effect is as I have
stated.

Hox. J. W. HACEETT moved the ad-
journment of the debate until the next
Tuesday.

Motion—that the debate be adjourned
—put, and division taken with the fol-
lowing result : —

Ayes 9
Nong 9
A tie .0
AxYEs. Nors.
Hon. H. Briggs Hon. R. G. Burges
Hon. A. G. Jenkins Hon. F, T. Crowder
Hon. A. B. Kidson Hon. ¢, E, Dempster

Hon. W. T. Loton
Hon. D. McKay
Hon. E. McLarty

Hon. A. P. Matheson
Hon. H. G. Parsons
Hon. J. E. Richardson
Hon, G, A. Piesse Hon. F, M. Stoneo
Hon. G. Randell Hon. F. Whitcombe
Hon. J. W. Hackett Hon. 8. J, Haynes
(Teller). {Teller).
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Tug PRESIDENT : I give my casting
vote for the Ayes

Motion thus passed, and the debate
adjourned accordingly.

At 6.20 p.m. the Pagsipexr leit the
chair.

At 7.30 the Presipexr resumned the
chair.

BEER DUTY BILL.
SECOND READING,

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
G. Randell) : In moving the second read-
ing of this Bill, T do not propese to go
into it in detail. The kernel of the
Bill is that an excise duty of 2d. per
gallon is to be levied on beer, ale, and
stout manufactured in Western Australia.
Some two years ago, perhaps a little
more, there was a strong expression of
opinion in another place, when the re
mission of the duty on sugar was pro-
posed, that there should be a duty on
beer. This Bill, I believe, will be re-
ceived with general acceptation through-
out the colony. The brewer is protected
by a moderate duty, I think a halfpenny
per gallon; and therefore, especially in
view of the fact that the duty of £4 per
ton on faugar hag been remitted, and
sugar being an article which the
brewer uses to a large oxtent, I do not
think the brewers can object to the pay-
ment of twopence a gallon on beer. I
think it can reasonably be expected that
the brewers should pay this duty, espe-
cially when the Govermment wish to ob-
tain as much revenue as they can. Of
course, I mean legitimately, and 1 think
this is a legitimate object of taxation. I
am rather in favour, myself, of the prin-
ciple of direct taxation, and I do not think
I should raise a loud outery if we had an
income tax.

Hox. W. T. Lorox: It will come soon.

Trae COLONIAL SECRETARY : It will
come some day, no doubt. I may say
that this Bill is direct taxation, and I
trust it will meet with the acceptance of
hon. members of this House. I need not
go through the Biil, clause by clause. All
I need say is that, like a Distillery Lul,
the provisions are very stringent, and,
oonsidering the subject with which we are
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dealing, it is necessary that very parti.
cular regulations and laws should be laid
down, governing the collection of the ex:
cise. 1 believe it is the intention of the
Government to collect this exeise througt
the vustoms ; therefore there will be very
little additional expenditure in the col
lection of the duty., The duty is very
easily collected, and it is a duty whick
sowme attempt might be made to evade. 1]
think it is charged agninst the income
tax that it is liable to be evaded, and
probably that is the case, a8 persons some
times forward to the Treagurv Depart
ment in England what they call “con:
science money.” That would apnl- to all
such duties ag this. By the Bill certain
concessions are made to the brewer, of

‘four pallona per hogshend and three gal

lons per barrel, and also a concession in
the case of half-hogsheads and_ kilderkins.
I believe that hogsheads should contain
fifty-four gallons, but there geems to be
discrepancy in the casks, and, therefore,
a-hogshead is to be reckoned at fifty gal-
lons. A brewer has to supply informa-
tion to the Collector of Customs, in ac-
cordance with the second schédule of the
Bill, and the information has to e sup-
ported by a declaration. The brewer has
to furnish eertain monthly returns, and
he bas to pay the duty in stamps. There
are certain regulations providing that the
hogsheads and casks should not be tan-
pered with, and these regulations are ab-
solutely necessary. Without labouring
the Bill, all T think I need say is that, as
far as T am able to discover,the Bill makes
provision for everything that is neceasary.
There are strong penalties for offences
against the Bill. Offenders are liable to
a pennlty of not less than £3, nor more
than £25, and in many cases specitic

penalties are provided for. I trust hon.
mewmbers will receive this Bill with
favour, and pass it into law. Tt is unde-

sirable that the Bill should hang over for
a considerable time, having passed
through another place without alteration.
I move the second reading.

Question put and passed.

Bili read a second tiwme.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2— Interpretation:

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE : In sub-clause
3 of clause 2, in the interpretation of
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“brewer” he wished to move an amend-
ment.

Tus CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
could only suggest an amendment.

Hon. F. WHITCOMBE said he would
put it as a suggestion to the Government,
that “brewer” ghould include any servant
of the brewer. Another portion of the Bill
prcvided that the brewer should be liable
to ocertain pemalties, and the penalty
would not apply perhaps to the brewer,
if a wrongful act had been done by a
servant. In that case the intention would,
to a certain extent, be destroyed.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY: This
biil was a transcript of a Bill in another
colony. It was not advisable to make
sugpgesticns in connection with any minute
detail of the Ball.

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE : The Bill being
m operation elsewhere did not make it
any better. Clause 16 of the Bill pro-
vided certain penalties if the brewer per-
mitted certain things to be done, and the
inierpretation of “brewer” did not cover
the servant, except the servant was indi-
vicually comnected with the business,
wkere the owner himself was not in charge.

Hox. F. M. STONE: It had been dis-
tir ctly held that a publican was linble for
the acts of his servants in the case of
Mullins v. Colling, therefore he thought
the same decision would be given in re-
gurd to the Bill before us. Supposing a
servant neglected te affix a stamp to a
cask, the brewer would be liable.

Howv. F. WHITCOMBE said he was
going on the decision of the magisterial
court in the Victoria district.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 3 to 19, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 20—Minister to prepare per-
mits :

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE asked the
Colonial Secretary whether it was in-
tended, in addition to the permit, that a
stamp should be affixed to the vessed con-
taining beer. In what way was the duty
payable on a vessel that had been re-
moved to a warehouse?

Tue CoLoMiAL SECRETARY:
clause dealt with the matter.

Put and passed.

Clauses 21 to 43, inclusive—ngreed to.

Schedules 1, 2, and 3—agreed to.

Preamble and title—agreed to.

The neaxt
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Bill reported, without amendment.

Hown. ¥. T. CROWDER moved that
the Bill be recommitted, as he wished to
get a suggestion sent to another place,
that the date for the collection of the
duty be altered from 18th August to the
18t September,

Tur PRESIDENT: That would mean
nothing, because when the Bill came
down the duties were collected immedi-
ately.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER: When the
Bill came down, the duties were not
collected. Only a guarantee was given.
This Bill would come as a serious loss to
emall brewers. The whole of the orders
which brewers had to be executed since
the Bill had been beiore the Legielature
had to be executed at a loss of 98 a hogs-
head. It would not be wuch loss to the
Government if the duty were collected ay
from the lst September. '

Hox. W. T. LOTON: It was not de-
sirable to make any exception in a case
of this kind. He had never heard of any
exception of this kind being wade, and
he did not see that any great hardship
would fall on brewers, who had made
plenty of profit in the past without pay-
ing any excise. It was just possible that
the brewers had been farssgeing enough to
anticipate a motion of this kind, and put
off paying the duty until the 1st of Sep-
tember. .

Hon. F. T. CROWDER asked leave
to withdraw his motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

Report of Commitéee adopted.

STANDING ORDHRS SUSPENSION.

Tie COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
the suspension of the Standing Orders,
to allow the Bill to pass through the re-.
maining stage.

Put and passed.

- 'THIRD READING.

Bill read a third time, on the moticn

the CoLoN1AL SECRETARY, and passed.

FIRE BRIGADES BILL.
- Read a third time, on the motion of
the CoLonial SromRBTARY, and passed.

RIVERS POLLUTION BILL.
Read a third time, on the motion of
Hox. F. M. Srtone, and transmitted to
the Legislative Asgembly.
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DIVORCE AMENDMENT AND EXTEN.-
SION BILL.
SECOND RBADING.

Debate resumed, on the motion for
second reading, moved by Hox. F. M.
Sroxm, and on the amendment by Hox.
J. W. Hacgprr, that the Bill be read a
second time this day six months.

Hox. F. T. CROWDER: After the
able and thorough way in which this Bill
has been debated, I have comsidered
whether it would: be necessary that [
should further occupy the time of hon.
members iz speaking on the Bill ; but see-
ing that many members of this Council for
whose opinion I have the highest respect,
hold views entirely opposite to my own,
ond seeing that the Bill is an important
one, I have thought it would not be well
for me to give,a silent vote. The dis
cussion can be divided into two parts,
ihe theoretical and the practical ; and I
may sny that I intend to look at the
subject from a practical point of view.
4s to the religious aspect of the question,
so far as practicable, that has been left
out of consideration, and to my mind,
justly g0o. The religious aspect is based
on the Bible, and I take it that the Bible
can be twisted for and against divorce on
certafn points.  No matter what re-
ligious belief is’held by hon. members of
this House, I think we all agree that so
far as divorce is concerned, the Bible
sanctions divorce, and the State upholds
the same. I think most hon. members
—ip fact, all hon. members—are in
favour of divorce on equal lines for the
man and the wife; and seeing that the
present law does not give equal rights
as between man and wife, I ask hon. mem-
bers to put away all narrow-minded opin-
ions, and pass coinmon-sense laws.  Al-
though hon. members are in Ffavour of
divorce being equal betweer man and
wife, most of those who have spoken in-
tend to vote for the amendment proposed
by Mr. Hackett. The only reason Y can
aather for this decision is a fear that, if
the Bill be allowed to reach the Com-
mittee stage, certain cleuses, which cer-
tain hon. members do not favour, will
be passed. But if members are strong
enough to throw the Bill out without dis-
cugsion, surely they are strong enough to
expunge clauses of which they are not in
favour.  And, further, on the third read-
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ing there would be another chance to
throw the Bill aside. I do not intend
to closely traverse the arguments of Mr.
Hackett, for 1 must admit that his high-
flovn language was a little beyond me.
But the hon. member agked several times
during his speech, wherein lay the superi-
ority of divorce over separation; and I
will do my best to answer him. The
two positions, in my opinion, are as far
rcmoved ae earth i from heaven. To
a. woman with children, a separation is
simplv power to slave and toil for daily
byead, and, owing to the cold treatment
she receives from the world, it is not long
in many instances before she throws pro-
priety to the winds, and, for the sakeof
her children, becomes the prey of man.
Heaven forbid that I in any way should
slinder women, but many cases of the
kind have come under my notice. From
past experience, I have come to the con-
clusion that the worst enemy of woman
15 woman. I remember distinctly a case
of a lady who, after many years of very
hard life, passed with a drunken and de-
bauched husband, was compelled in the
cnd to claim the protection of the law,
and she got a separation. She could
not get a divorce, to which, I maintain,
under the circumstances she had a per-
fect right.  This strong-hearted and fear-
less woman started in the battle of life
to procure bread for herself and children,
and it will be readily understood what
that battle meant to her.  All went well
for a time, although the fight was a hard
one, until one day a gentleman was seen
visiting at her house. Then those kind-
hearted female friends of hers, who should
have been the very first to protect her
and her name, immediately began to
whisper aspersions on her character. At
first, the woman was very much cut up,
but, strong in the knowledge of her in-
nocence, she strugeled on. At last, the cold-
ness che received from her own sex caused
her—Ilike many another poor wretch -
in the same position, to think that it
would be better to have the sweets of life,
purchased though they might be at the
price of sin, than slave on without the
sweets. With such thoughts as this en-
tering the mind, it is not long before the
end comes; and that woman is now the
mistress of a. man. If the law had allowed
this woman a divorce, she would now be
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a married and respected woman. The
man with whom she is living did all he
possibly could to marry her, but, when
he found that il he did marry her she
would have to go to prison, the ceremony
had to be dispensed with. This woman
was compelled by the law to commit sin,
which, had divorce been procurable, she
would not have committed. The Bible
gpeaks in an uncertain voice as to whether
A woman should receive divorce under
such circumetances as I have pointed out,
but #he Bible epeaks in no uncertain
voice when it demands that a woman shall
not commit adultery ; and I contend that
this woman was compelled to commit
adultery, because the law did not grant
her what were her rights. If thiz Bill
will save only one such woman and her
children from a life of degradation and
sin, are Christinn men not justified in
pagging the measure? T ask hon. mem-
bers not to listen to Mr. Hackett. who
says, “No, go slow; remember England.”
But if England has not passed such legis-
lation, surely we, as Christian men. knuw
what is necessary for ourselves without
conaulting England. Does Mr. Hackett
for & moment mean to tell me that the
laws of England are superior to the laws
of Australia? Tf so, T would remind him
that one of the finest laws in operation
in England first saw light in South Aus-
tralia.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: And many other
laws.

Howx. F. T. CROWDER: Mr Kidson
started his remarks by saying he was
quite prepared tor give equal justice as be-
tween man and woman in the matter of
divorce, but, in the same breath, he told
us he had determined to vote for throw-
ing out this Bill,

Hon. A. B. Kmmsoxn: And I gave my
reasons

Hox. F. T CROWDER : How the hon.
member can reconcile his position with
his contention, I am at a loss to know.

Hon. A. B. Kipson: You did not lis-
ten to what T said.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER : I should have
thought that Mr. Kidson, from his knovw-
ledge, would have been the first to
stretch forth a helping hand to the miser-
able ‘woman who has a blackguard for a
husband, probably a hushand who openly
in broad daylight keeps a mistress on
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whom he wastes the whole of his income,
leaving his wife and children at home
gtarving. I should have thought that
Mr, Kidson knew full well that the life
of such a woman is a living death. He
knows that if a woman makes one slip,
the hushand can cast her off for ever;
and surely Mr. Kidson cannot have
looked into the question from that point
of view, He made a point of saying that
members had not had proper time to con-
sider the Bill ; but the time we have had
at our disposal has been quite enough,
and I trust that the hon. member, nfter
the week that has elapsed, may have al-
tered higviews. The grounds of divoree
et forth in the Bill are adultery, wilful de-
gertion, habitual drunkenness, sentence
of imprisonment for five years, violent
agsaults, and insanity. I do not agree
with violent assaults as a ground for di-
vorce, but on all the other grounds I con-
sider that a person has a perfect right to
have a marriage set aside. On the point
of desertion, the present Act gives a
woman power, if her husband desert her
for seven years, to marry again; but she
takes a risk, inasmuch as if the scoundrel
turns up after she may have married a
second time and had children, those un-
fortunate children are branded as bas
tards. Surely that is not as it should be.
If & man desert & woman and leave her
for seven or eight years, that man is
practically dead to that woman, who
ought to have a perfect right to marry
again and live a comfortable life.
I take it the Almighty ordained
that people should live in the world, as
far as possible, happily and comfortably.
Habitual drunkenness and imprisonment
are also good grounds for divorce. If
the law remove hughand from wife and
put him into gaol for 10 years, that man
is, to all intents and purposes, dead to
the woman. The Bill does not compel a
woman to get a divorce, and in many a
case the woman believes that her hus-
band has made a mistake, and will
wait for his releage; but, under the
circumstances, a woman has as much
right to a divorce as she would
have in the case of desertion. One
ground of divorce on which I hold
strong opinions is that of insanity. 1In
South Australia T know of the case of a
lady whose husband has been in a lunatic
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asylum for sy years, hopelessly insane.
That lady has five children, and it has
been a great struggle to her to support
thems. That man, so far as the woman
.i8 concerned, is as dead and buried
ag if he lay in a coffin under nine
feet of sand. And yét that woman,
although she has received many offers of
marrisge, under which she might have
been able to bring up her children de-
cently, has simply had to drag them up
the best way she could. Will any reason-
able man tell me that in these circum-
stances a woman should not be allowed
n divorce? Mr. Kidson further said that
the Bill would tend to hasty marriages.
I cannot see on what facts he bases that
assumption, because, to my mind, the
Bill would have the very opposite effect.
It would make the husband more care
ful as to the way in which he treated his
wife. The hushand would not—as under
the present law—go home, curse and
swear, and break everything in the house,
brutally ill-use his wife, and then, as the
simple reason, say he had had a glass too
much. If a man knew his wife could pet
rid of him, he would take very rood care
as to his behavipur. The hon. member
also stated that the Bill would lead to
collusion between the husband and the
wife ; but I cannot see that the Bill, if
passed, would give rise toany more collu-
sion than the present Act, The remarks
of Mr. Briggs were, no doubt, intended
to show that the Bill was not required,
although, to my mind, that hon. mem-
her proved the very opposite. I regret
very much to find that some hon, mem-
bers misconstrued the remark made by
Mr. Haynes. The remark of that hon.
member wasg that the fact of a man living
apart from his wife for six years was pre-
sumptive evidence of adultery. There
was nothing further from the mind of Mr.
Haynes than to cast any alur on those
nghle men and women who, in the service
of the Almighty, live a life of celibacy.
How Mr. Briggs could construe these re-
marks as reflecting on himself, or, as he
put it, on Mr. Hackett—they being the
only two bachelors in the House—I am
at a loss to know.

How. J. W. Hackgrr: There is a third
bachelor, Mr. Taylor.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER : But when the
kon. member (Mr, Briggs), drawing him-
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self up te his full height, said he was cer-
tain these remarks could not be made of
himself 1 saw a temple, and in that
temple [ saw the proud, haughty Pharisee
striking his breast, and crying aloud to
Heaven: “Thank God, I am not as other
men are.”

Hox. H. Briggz: Tt was the publican
who smote his breast.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: It is the same
thing.

How. F. T. CROWDER : Nor was there
any necessity whatever for Mr. Briggs to
gpeak a word on behalf of Mr. Hackett.
The saintly life led by the latter gentle-
man precludes the possibility of any sha-
dow of doubt in the minds of hon. mem-
bers as to whether he comes within the
category alluded to by Mr. Haynes.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: Are we to laugh
at that?

Hox. F. T. CROWDER : 1 don't know ;
but T earnestly appeal tohon. members to
allow thie Bill to go into Commitiee, even
though sub-clause (@), which gives equal
justice and equal rights, so far es adul-
tery is concerned, between man and
woman, be passed. I trust it will not be
snid of the Legislative Council of this
colony that they refused justice to those
whom it is our first duty to protect.

Hox, J. E. RICHARDSON: 1 would
like to say a few words on this Bill from
A practical point of view. Mr. Stome, in
introducing the Bill, carefully refrained
from dealing with the question from the
religious point of view, and I think too
much of the religious element has been
introduced into the debafe. It is ad-
mitted on all hands that women have a
perfect right to the same privilege as
men under sub-clause (a), and, if that be
s0, why not pass the second reading of
the Billt

Hox. J. W. Hacrerr: “Will you walk
into my parlour?”

Hox. J. E. RICHARDSON: I am in
favour of desertion being made a ground
of divorce. It is very hard on a poor
woman, whose husband has deserted her,
that she should not be able to take ad-
vantage of a chance which may be af-
forded her of getting a home. It has
been said that in some instances a Lus
band has returned to his wife after a
lapse of seven years; but that, T take it,
ia a very rare chance indeed. One ob-
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jection which has been raised to passing
the second reading of the Bill is that, if
we et into Committee, clauses of which
some members do not approve may be
“squeezed” through. But surely mem-
bers who object to clauses are strong
enough to amend the Bill in, the direction
they desire. I s not in favour of any
of the grounds of divoree set forth in the
Bill, except adultery and desertion, and,
if the hon. member in charge of the mea-
sure will strike out sub-clauses ¢, d, e,
and #, T shall vote for the second read-
ing.

Hox. S. J. HAYNES: I have much
pleasure in supporting the second read-
g of the Bill, because, in the main, [
agree with the provisions The present
“ivorece Act has worked great hardship
in the past; and the disabilities and in-
justice which women labour under at
present have come under my notice pro-
fessionnlly on many occasions. T could
never see why a man should be able to
claim a divorce on the ground of adul-
tery, while the woman had not the same
right. Why should a man sin with im-
punity, while the agprieved wife has no
remedy?

Hox. J. W. Hacrerr: It is so in the
world, unfortunately.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: Tt is a pity it
should be so in the world. Some of the
rrovisions of the Bill T do not agree with,
but I certainly agree with the proposal
that, so far as adultery is a ground for
divorce, the woman should be placed in
the same position as the man. T fur-
ther agree with desertion, and habitual
drunkenness, with cruelty or néglect, as
grounds for divorce; but I do not agree
with the latter part of sub-clauge (d).
whichl gives sentence Ffor jcrime as a
ground for divorce, nor with the latter
part of sub-clause {¢}, dealing with vio-
lent agsaults. Sub-clause (£}, which gives
insanity as a ground of divorce, I tho-
roughly agree with. T regret T was not
present during a part of the debate, but
T believe the religious element was in:
troduced. My own opinion is that the
carrying of this measure would add to a
better religious state of living, and add
generally to morality and better behe-
viour. The present divorce laws have
in many instgnces conduced to sin on the
part of women.
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How. J. W. Hickerr: And the mar-
ringe laws also.

How. S. J. HAYNES: How!?! I think
this Bill is really required. Tt will not
have the effect of causing hasty or ill-
advised marringes, but, rather, will have
an onnosite effect. Tt will cause hus-
bands to Lehave themselves better than
perhaps they do at present, and, in most
ingtances, the wrong is inflicted Ly the
man. I, therefore, support the second
reading of this Bill, agreeing with alinost
every one of its provisions,

Hox. C. E, DEMPSTER: I have lis-
tened with a great deal of pleasure and
interest to the many clever and able
speeches made by those who have pre-
viously addressed themselves to this Bill.
I feel satisfied that those who have
gpoken and supported the Bill have
been actuated by motives of the most
proper nature. I have no doubt that mem-
bers of the learned profession who have
spoken have seen many striking in-
stances cshowing the desirability of
divorce. I feel sure, however, that if
anything ir done to weaken the sacred
hond of marringe, we shall open the door
to a lot more evil than the Bill will do
good. 1, therefore, shall support the
amendment by Mr. Hackett, that the Bill
be read this day six months. If divoree
he encouraged, it iz only feasible to be-
lieve that man and wife will be more
likely to settle disputes amicably than
they would be if they knew perfectly
well no separation could be effected.
When they know separation is impossible
they will see the importance of working
in unity all their lives. So sure as the
bond of marriage is weakened it will do
more evil ‘than good. We have also be-
fore us the declared opinions of the mini-
aters of nearly all denominations through-
out the colony. These ministers are
thoroughly opposed to the Bill, and have
not been backward in expressing their
opinion, both in the pulpit and in the
press; and we ought mnot to overlook
these opinions, seeing that these minis-
ters are owr spiritual guardians, and
have great opportunities of seeing how
the present law works, and know the im-
portance of the sanctity of marriage.
These ministers do not wish, on any ac-
count, to see the marriage contract wea-
kened, and in that they are quite right,
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4« is known a similar law.to that pro-
posed has not worked desirably in other
colonies, and that I regard as a great rea-
son for not agreeing to the Bill

Hox. F. M. STONE (in reply): As the
debate seems to have come to a close, 1
propose to make a few remarks on what
has fallen from hen. members. What-
ever the fate of the Bill, the House must
be congratulated on one of the most able
debates that has ever taken place within
its walls, I cannot thank Mr. Hackett
for the kind words he used to me, he-
cause he only raised me up to the seventh
heaven in order to throw me down
again; but I shall perhaps be able to
answer some of the arguments adduced
by him, and also by other hon. members.
It geems to me that hon. members who
are opposed to this Bill are really op-
posed to it on religious grounds, and be-
lieve that once a man and woman are
married, nothing chould part them.

How. C. E. DespsTeR: Nothing
death.

Hox. F. M. STONE: If that be the
position, why have these hon. members
not the courage of their opinions, and
bring forward a Bill forbidding divorce in
any case,

Hox. J. W. Hackerr:
would oppose it.

Hox. F. M. STONE: Those hon. mem-
bers dare not bring forward such a Bill,
because they know it would raise a howl
from one end of the country to the other.
Iz is well known that revelations are made
in the Divorce Court that are a disgrace
to humnnity. If we look at the present
law we see that the Legislature has not
cnly adopted diverce in case of adultery.
The argument has been used that it is
only for adultery thatthe Bible sanctions
divorce ; but, under the present law, there
ar: other grounds on which & woman can
have her marriage set aside. For in-
stance, if a man commit the crime of
beastiality, sodomy, or rape, women can
have a divorce. It will be seen, there-
fore, that the Legislature has already
adopted the principle that for crimes of
a serious nature, divarce may be granted.
The Legislatures of England and of the
colonies have gone away from the re-
ligious aspect of the marriage tie, and
have adopted the principle of divorce,
1t only in cases of adultery, but in

but

Because you
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cases of crime of a serious nature. In
thie Bill it is proposed that divorce shall
be granted on the husband or wife ai-
tewpting one to murder the other, or in
vase either party to the marriage has been
guilty of a capital offence and been re-
prieved ; and in this colony rape is a capi-
tal offence. Will any hon. member tell
me that the wife of a Sydney barber, who
attempted to murder her, and murdered
h:s sister-in-law and his two children,
should, under such circumstances, not be
ahle to get a divorce. Would it be con-
tended that a wife, under such circum-
stances, should not be allowed & divoree?
Would it be contended that a wife, under
such circumstances, was to be tied to
such a man?

Hown. J. W. Hacgerr: She is not tied
to him ; she can get a separation

Hox, F. M. STONE: What is the vre
ol a separation? Mr, Hackett has ushed,
what is the difference between judicial
geparation and divorce? It is this,
that if the wife gets a divorce, she
is able to marry again, and thus get
o. home for herself, and not te have to
live in slavery tied to o man. We know
tha: in certain stages of society a woman
wil' go and live with a man if che cannot
ge’ married to him; she cannot get a
divorce from her husband, and so she
will go and live in adultery and have
children, and these children are bastards.
It is the unfortunate children in that
case who atre punished, and not the woman
who ig living in edultery. If o wife gets
a divorce incircumstances such as I have
related, ghe is able to get a home again,
and a father for her children. If she gets
a judicial separation, what is her statel
She i3 living without a home, and she
has to go on slaving for the rest of her
lit2 tied to & man, who perhaps is im-
prisoned for a capital offence, it may be
for killing one of his children, or for com-
mitting a rape on his own child. Think
of such n case ag this! and thesecases are
occurring, as we see by the papers, every
day, and yet some hon. members do not
with to grant divorce, but desire that the
wife should be tied to a man for the rest
of her life.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: She can get
separation.

Hox. F. M. STONE: What is the use
of a separation to her? Mr. Hackett has
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said that a stigma rests on the children
of divorced persons. What is a divorce?
Take this case. A man iz charged with
the offence of rape, and is reprieved. If
the wife has to go into court in such cir-
cun.stances, she hag to bring her case up
there, and is that not a stigms on the
children? There is a very little line be-
tween judicial separation and divorce.
What does it matter if the wife gets a di-
vorce, or not? If you allow her to get a
divoree, she will marry another man, and
the children will take the name of the
olher man, as is often the case, and the
stipma is removed.

Hoxn. J. W. Hackerr: Never,

Hown. F. M. STONE: The woman mar-
ries again, goes away, gets another man
and another name, The children follow
her under another name, and the stigma
iz removed. That is the difference be-
tween divorce and judicial separation. If
you do not grant the woman divoree, you
drive her into adultery.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: No.

Hon. F. M. STONE: T have had experi-
ence of these cases; they are constantly
brought before me. If I were to tell hon.
members gome of the cases that come be-
fore me, they would be surprised; and
gome of the men concerned in the cases
are walking about the streets. 1 cannot
rive the circumstances, because it would
be divulging matters that are brought
hefore me professionally ; therefore T am
debarred from telling the details. Even
since I have returned from London—with-
in the last six monthe—hon. members
would be surprised at the number of cases
which have come under my notice. It is
nll very well to say that there are no such
cases, and that hon. members never hear
of them ; but it is the professional gentle-
men who hear of such cases, the doctor
or the lawyer.

Howx, H. G. Parsoxs: The clerpymen.

Hox. F. M. STONE: Very seldom. If
clercymen had the experience in these
cases that nrofessionnl gentlemen have, I
de not think clergymen would be against
the wife being placed on the same foot-
ing as the husband. T have not heard
one objection against placing the wife on
the same footine as the husband. In
justice to the wife, let us place her in the
same position as the husband; let us do
it ax once. Tt is a lasting disgrace on
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the statute book of the colony that we
place the wife in a different position from
the husband. I could tell hon. members
of cases, not one, nor two, nor three, but
twenty cages, in which women are living
in a house with the husband, and the hus
band has got his woman Lliving in
the house with his wife. The un-
fortunate woman can do nothing.

How, J. W, Hacrerr: She would not.

Hoxn. F. M. STONE: The hon. mem-
ber says she can go in for sepearation.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: Such women
do not get divorces.

Hown. F. M. STONE: Then what harm
does the Bill do? We only entitle women
to go into court; we do not force them
into court, and if we meet with only half-
a-dozen cases of this kind, we are fully
justified in passing this Bill. There has
not been a single argument against put-
ting the wife in the same position as the
husband. One remark was made by Mr.
Hackett as to lunacy. The hon. mem-
ber said., why not nut disenses of the body
in this Bill? T ghall not be divulging any-
thing in relating one case to hon. mem-
bers, and I may say that whatever law
we pass with reference to divores, it will
not do away with such circumstances as
those which happened in the case T am
about to relate. A young man having
syphilis, and knowing he had it, deli-
berately married a young girl. She was
not lonr married when she came into
the hands of the doctor. A child was
born, and happily it was born dead. The
case came before me, and Ttook it into
court. I had to go for judicial sevara-
tion. The judge stigmatised the case as
one of the worst cases he had ever
heard. Here was n young woman ruined
for life. She could not get divorce under
this Bill.

Hon, J. W. Hargerr: Tt is a most dis-
oraceful case.

Hox. R. G. Burces: We should pass
a law to imnrigson the man.

Hox. F. M. STONE: Fven if we passed
a law to-nicht for such & case. it would
rot heln that woman, olaced in that un-
fortunate vosition. ~'We have heard a
lot about the sanctity and solemnity of
marriage : we have heard that a man
takes & woman for better or for worse, to
cherish and to love. Will hon. gentle-
men say, in the case that I have related,
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that the marriage was not a mockery!
Will hon. gentlemen say that when that
man took the oath, it was not a mockery?

Hox. C. E. DeurstER: That was a
wicked exception to the rule.

Hoxw, ¥. M. STONE: Then why bind
a wife to such a wicked man? There
are dozens of such cases. If hon. mem-
vers will resd the papers—iake the
papers from England or Scotland, or our
own papers—they will see how very few
divorce cases are undefended. They are
all defended, although the adultery is
proved up to the hilt. It is said we are
making divorce easy, It is nothing of the
kind. You will find by the reports in the
papers that one or other of the parties s
trying the best to stop the other getting
divorce.

Hox. J. W. Haceerr: Because there is
a slur in defdult of defence.

How. F. M. STONE: What is the use
of going into court when the case is so
clear! What istheslur? Take a woman
who has to go and face the cross-examina-
tion, to face the court and the public and
tell the whole history of her life. Is that
not aslur? Would you not think a woman
would sooner die than do that? Buf ook
at the papers and you will gee that men
go into court, and that women go inte
court, and they do their best to try and
prevent the other getting & divorce. By

. passing this Bili you do not make divorce
eagy ; you make more grounds on which
divorce can be obtained, but the husband
and wife go into court and fight against
one another.

Hox. H. G. Parsons: Because Australia
is not America.

Hon. F. M. STONE: We know that
judges in England, before either man or
woman can get a divorce, require the
strongest evidence imaginable. Judges
do not grant divorces on the slichtest evi-
dence. They refuse divorce time after
time, and 2 person who obtains a divorce
has to wait six months before the rule nisi
iy made absolute; and if the person ch-
taining a divorce is guilty of misconduct
during that six months, the rule nisi is not
granted. If there is any collusion the
Queen’s Proctor intervenes. It is very
difficult to get divorce. It i said that if
we pase this law here there will be some
difference between England and the colo-
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ment might have applied to the Decease
Wife's Sister Bill. Persons were marrie
here, but in England they are not marrie
and their children are bastards. In Sco
land the wife is gn the same footing ¢
the hushand, and she can get divoree fc
desertion. She marries, and if she stej
over the border line she would be livic

in adultery. If this state of thing
exist in the United Kingdom, wb
should there be any objection t

this colony adopting thizs Bill in
gard to divorce! Why should m
we pass our own laws? We passed tt
Deceased Wife's Sister Bill, and after a
these years of opposition in England
has passed there. I should not be su
prised if England does not follow the col
nies on this question of divorce ; therefor
I do not see any objection to our legisla
ing for ourselves in a matter of this kim
There is a strong objection on the pa
of some members to some of the clause
in the Bill. T may say that I am nc
strongly in favour of some of the clause
and if the Bill goes inte Committee I sha
be in favour of striking some of the claus:
out or amending them. I have no desir
in a serious matter of this kin
to press the whole of the Bill, an
I say T am quite willing, if hon. men
bers will pass the second reading
not to go-beyond sub-clauses (e} and (b
That iz in reference to putting the wif
in the same position as the husband i
respect to adultery, and then we can dis
cuss the question as to desertion.

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: That has nc
been raised in the debate at all.

Hov. F. M. STONE: I am quite wil
ing to take the course I have suggestec
now that I ses the feeling of the House.

Hox. J. W. Hacgerr: You should haw
stated that at the beginning,

Hox. F. M. STONE: How could I d
50! 1 could not know the feeling of th
House until I heard hon. members. Th
debate has been a most interesting one
and, now T am able to see what is th
feeling of hon. members, I am quite will
ing, if hon. members will pass the secon
reading, to withdraw all the sub-clause
wi'h the exception of sub-elauses (a) an
(%), so that we shall go into Committe

nies in the divorce law. The same argu- ! on these two sub-clauses only.
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Hox. J. W. Hackerr: That is not the
Bil: you laid before us, and it is very un-
fair,

Hon. F. M, STONE: There is nothing
to prevent hon. membere voting for the
second reading of the Bill, because they
can strike out all the sub-clauses except
sub-tlause (a).

How. J. W. Hackerr: We have had a
dekate on a different subject.

Hon. F. M. STONE: I think we have
been hammering away on. all the subjects
as hard as we can. As to sub-clause {(a)
I think I have said quite enough; but I
desire to go into Committee on sub-clause
(B), for the reason that already the re-
wirriage is sanctioned in the case of de-
sertion for seven years. The Committee
car, if they like, alter the period of de-
sertion from six to seven years, and thus
bring the measyre in line with the present
law. At present, although the second
marriage is sanctioned, if the first husband
prove to be still alive, the children of the
second union are bastards. That is what
I do not Like in the present law.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT : Irise to a point
of order. Thisis no reply atall. We are
opening a new subject, a new debate, and
a new Bill, and surely it is right. the House
should have an opportunity of debating
the new subjecta the hon. member is in-
troducing.

Tug PRESIDENT: I considered the
hon member (Mr. Stone) was rather over-
stepping the limits of reply; but as my
attention was not called to the matter,
I did not interfere. Ithink the hon. mem-
ber is introducing fresh matter, and hon.
members, having already spoken, have no
right of replying.

Hon. F. M. STONE: Great objection
wis made by some hon. members to di-
vaorce being granted on the ground of de-
sertion, and I now propose to address
myseli to the argument advanced by
these members. The argument used by
them was the religious argument that a
woman should not obtain a divorce on
the ground of desertion. 1 propose to
shuw that the law has already recognised,
in cases of desertion for seven years, that
8 wife or husband is entitled to marry
acain. The Bill only makes it legal to
get a divorce ; no one need pet a divorce
if they do not want it. But the present
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law goes further, for if it can be proved in
court that a man has not been heard of
for seven years, the law will grant the
administration of his estate to the wife
or his sons, and divide the property
anongst  them, recogmising that to
atl intents and purposes he is dead.
The Bill, under similar ecircumstances,
gives the wife the right to marry
again. [t is usually wives who are
deserted ; indeed, in my professional
experience, I have only had one case of
8 woman clearing away from her hus-
band and never being heard of again.
There are hundreds of cases in this colony
where husbands clear off and are never
heard of, not for seven years, but for
eight or ten years. In such cases the
wife is allowed by law to marry, and is
not prosecuted for bigamy should the
husband subsequently reappear. But,
as 1 have pointed out, all the children
of the second union, no matter though
it be twenty years before the husband
reappears, are bastards in the eye of the
law. In common justice to women I
ask they should be put on the same foot-
ing a8 men under the divorce law, and,
for the reasons I have stated, that re-
marriage should be allowed in case of
desertion.

Amendment—that the Bill be read
this day six months—put, and division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes . . ... 10

Noes - e e T

Majority for ... -
Ayes. Naes.

Hon. H. Brigge
Hon, R. G. Burges
Hon. C. E. Dempster
Hon. §. W, Hackett
Hon. A. B. Kidson
Hon, W. T. Loton
Hon. I» McKay
Hon. E MoLarty
Hon. G. Randell
Hon. C. A, Piesze

{Teller)

Amendment passed, and the Bill thus
arrested.

Hon. F. T. Crowder
Hon. A. P. Matheaon
Hon H. G. Parsond
Hon. J. E. Richardson
Hon. F. M. Stone
Hon. F. Whitcombe
Hon. 8. J. Haynes
(Teller)

PURBLIC. EDUCATION BILIL.
IN COMMITTEE.
Consideration in Committee resumed

—postponed clauses.



1396  Public Bducation Bill:

Clause 41.—All schoels other than a
State or other school established under
this Act may be found efficient:

Hox. A. P. MATHESON said that he
had intended submitting an amendment
on this clause, but, after an explana-
tion made to him privately by Mr. Hac-
kett, he would not proceed.

Put and passed.

Clause 53.—Governor may make regu-
lations :

Tas COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
28 an amendment that in sub-clause 2,
lines two and three, the words “State,
provisional, evening, training, and other”
be struck out, and the word “Govern-
ment” ingerted in liew thereof.

Amendment put and passed.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
as further amendments, that in sub-clause
4, line 2, the words “provisional schools,
training achools, high schools, or other
schools established under this Act,” be
struck out, and the words “Government
schools” inserted inlieu thereof ; also that
in sub-clauge 5, line 2, the words “State
and other schools, established under this
Act” be struck out, and the words “Gov-
ernment schools” inserted in lieu thereof ;
algo in sub-clause 6, line 2, that the words
“State or other schools established under
this Act,” be struck out, and the words
“Government schools” inserted in lieu
thereof.

Amendments put and passed.

Trg COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
a8 a further amendment, that in sub-
clause 7, line 1, the words “State, or pro-
visional, or hirh,” he atruck out, and the
word “Government” ingerted in lieu there-
of,

Hox. R. G. BURGES: Were positive
orders given with reference to children
suffering from infectious or contagious
diseases? I schoelmasters and district
boards were given instructions, they had
not carried them out.

Tre COLONTAL SECRETARY : A case
occasionally came under the notice of the
department, and action was taken im-
mediately. There was a case at West
Perth. which had been reported to the
department, and the child was taken to
the hospital. The child was not suffering
from an infectious disease, but from &
disease of a disagreeable character. The
regulation might not he carried out
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strictly, but if notice was given, action
was taken immediately.

How. C. A. PIESSE: There waa need
of some power being given to the various
boards fo act promptly in matters of this
description.  Typhoid fever broke out
ir the school at Wagin, and went right
through the school, because time was lost
in getting permission from the depart-
ment to close the school temporarily.
There should be power given so that the
district board could ect promptly.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
board had the power, he thought.

Amendment put and passed.

Tes COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
as further amendments, that in sub-clause
11, line 2, the words “State schools and
all schools established under thie Act, and
of other persons,” be struck out, and the
words “Government schools and of other
persons employed under this Aet"” in-
perted in lieu thereof; also that in sub-
clause 13, line 1, the words “State or other
schools established under this Act” be
struck out, and “Government schools” in-
serted in lieu thereof.

Amendments put and passed.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
that the following new sub-clause be added,
to stand as sub-clause 15: “Fizing dates
and places of nomination for taking the
poll for the election of district boards.”

Amendment put and passed.

Tre COLONTAL SECRETARY moved.
that the following new sub-clause be
added, to stand as sub-clause 16: “Pre-
seribing the conditions to he obgerved
and fulfilled before a school other than
8 Government achool shall be deemed effi-
cient, and regulating the mode of certify-
ing, claesifying, and of inserting them in
or removing them from the list of effi-
cient schools.”

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : That seemed
rather to be burking the situation. It
Teft the settlement of the matter in the
hands of the Governor-in-Council.  The
amendment he (Mr. Matheson) proposed
in clause 41 made it impossible for the
Governor-in-Council to admit any school
without examination.

Amendment put and passed, and the
clause, as amended, agreed £

Schedules, first and second—agreed to.

Preamble and title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.



Public Education Bill :

RECOMMITTAL,

On the motion of the CoroNiaL Secre-
TARY, the Bill was recommitted for making
consequentizl amendments.

Clause 3.—Definitions:

Tue COLONIAL: SECRETARY moved,
that the sub-clause defining “State achool”
be struck out.

Put and passed.

Clanse 31.—Minister may establish cer-
tain schools:

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
28 an amendment, in line 3, that after the
word “schools,” the following be inserted :
“Where an average attendance of twenty
children is maintained.”

Hox. R. G. Bureas: Was that not
abeve the present number?

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY ex-
plained that the amendments in this and
in clause 3 were merely a transposition of
the interpretation of “State school” from
the definition clause into the body of the
Bill.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause 37.—Hours of instruction; re-
ligious instruction may be given:

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
as an amendment, that in sub-clause 3,
line 2, the words “by a like agreement”
be struck out, and the words “in accord-
ance with sub-section 2” be inserted in
lieu thereof.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON: It would be
better if notice weregiven of these amend-
ments, because it was impossible to follow
them.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY : It was
simply a verbal amendment.

Hox. J. W HACEETT explained that
in sub-clause (2) an amendment had
been made providing that, in case an
agreement could not be made in regard
to ‘time for religious instruction, the
question should be referred to the arbi-
tration of the Minister of Education.
Sub-clause (3) was drawn before the words
were added in sub-clause (2), and hence
the amendment was necessary.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : These mat-
ters required explanation.

Hov. F. WHITCOMBE suggested that
the amendment would be better to read:.
“In accordance with the preceding sub-
section.”

Amendment put and passed.

[1 SerrEMBEER, 1898.]
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Clause 38.—In case of non-attendance
of clergyman, secular ingtruction to be

ven :

Tne COLONIAL SECRETARY moved,
as an amendment, that in line 2, the
words “any portion of” be struck out.

Hown, 1, WHITCOMBE said he did not
see exactly what the amendment meant,

Tne COLONIAL SECRETARY: Th:
amendment meant that if the clergy-
man did not attend, the time should be
devoted to the ordinary secular instruc-
tion.

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE : Did that mean
the whole of the time? Did it mean
that the teacher was to go on with the
secular education from the very com-
tmencement, if the religious teacher were
not exactly on time? Suppose the re-
liious teacher came in ten minutes
late?

Hon. J. W. HACKETT: Why should
he be late?

Tur COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
religious teacher must be there to time.

Howx. J. W. HACKETT: Or otherwise
he would disarrange the whole school.

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE said that in
any case, fromn his point of view, the
special religious teacher did disarrange
the whole school. The amendment
should read: “If the religious teacher
does not attend at the time agreed on.”

Hor. J. W. HACKETT: He might be
given a few minutes’ latitude.

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE: The clause
as amended would not work at all.

Amendment put and passed.

Bill rdported with further amend-
ments, and the report adopted.

LOAY FLOTATION: MINISTERIAL
STATEMENT.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
G. Randell) said he would like to an-
nounce to hon. members that the bal-
ance of the million loan, which was placed
on the market the other week, had been
floated aft a satisfactory price. He
would add that the yield of gold in the
colony for the month of August was
89,000 ounces.

Hon. W. T. Loron: What is the satis-
factory price?



1398  Ivanhoe Venture Lease.

Tus COLONIAL SECRETARY: £94
45
SEvErAL MEuwpERs : Hear, hear.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 9.256 p.m.
until the next Tuesday.

#eqinlative Bssembly,
Thursday, 1st September, 1898.

Paper presented—Question: Ivanhoe Venture
Compony’s Lease, and Forcible Removal
of Ore—Question: Railway Workshops at
Albany, Retrenchment—Question: German
Mail Steamers at Fremantle—Reapprop-
riation of Loan Moneys Bill, second read-
ing; in Committes, Clause 1 to Second
Schedule—Loan Flotation, etc., a State-
ment—Pollution of Rivers Bill, first read-
ing—Adjournment.

Tue SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o’clock, p.m.

PravYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Comurssionsr oF RaiLwars: Re-
rumption, for railway purposes, of land
belonging to the Postmaster-Genergl,
Correspondence.

(rdered to lie on the table

QUESTION: IVANHOE VENTURE COM-
PANY'S LEASE, AND TFORCIBLY
REMOVAL OF ORE,

Mr. MONGER (York): I rise to aak
the Premier, without notice, whether he
has received any information from Kal-
goorlie in connection with the recent dis-
turbance on the Ivanhoe Venture Com-
pany’s mine, in regard to the taking away
of & certain portion of the property be-
longing to the company.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hom. Sir J.
Forrest): I may say the Commissioner of

[ASSEMBLY ]

Reappropriation Bill.

Police hag received a telegram, informing
him that an information had been laid
against four persons by the Ivanhoe Ven-
ture Company for larceny, and that war-
rants had been issued for the arrest of
the four persons, including Mr. Burke and
others. Three of them had been arrested,
and one was being sought for.

QUESTION : RAILWAY WORKSHOPS AT
ALBANY, RETREXCHMENT.

Mr. LEAKE asked the Commissioner
of Railways, Whether it was intended to
discharge any of the workmen from the
railway workshops at Albany, and whe-
ther the construction of a large number
of (about 350) trucks recently in contem-
plation had been countermanded.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RATLWAYS
{Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied :—1, It is in-
tended to diecharge a few of the cm-
ployees, as there is not sufficient work for
the present staff. 2, The department con-
sidered the question of constructing 123
trucks, the principal part of which would
have been made in the coleny, only the
underframes and wheels being imported ;
but, there being no funds available, the
matter has been deferred.

QUESTION : GERMAN MAIL STEAMERG
AT FREMANTLE.

Mgr. LEAKLE agked the Colonial Trea-
surer : —1, How much had been paid by
the German mail steamers since January
lst, 1898, in harbour, light, and other
dues or fees. 2, What had been paid by
these steamers for the use of the “Pen-
guin” or other Governwent vessel as a
tug,

Tue PREMIER AWND TREASURER
{Right Hon. Sir J. Forrest) replied: —
1, £390. 2, The only occasion on which
the “Penguin” had been used was when
the “Gera’” came in at night, and the tug
“Gannet” could not alone tow ler into
the harbour. Nothing has yet been paid.

REAPPROPRIATION OF LOAN MONEYS
BILI.

SECOND RBADING.
LOAY FLOTATION AND GOLD OUTPUT—A
STATEMENT.
Tee PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): In rising to move the second



