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the new premier of the day found himself in
office with a very slim majority. He had
been elected on a popular policy but the
party which he opposed was strongly en-
trenched. Being in power he proceeded to
carry out the policy on which he had been
elected. = The opposition were fully aware
that it was dangerous and fatal for them to
go to the country, but at the same time they
proceeded to aggravate, and annoy, the new
ministry, and to obstruct to the fullest
measure of their ability. They would bring
in amendments and the government would
not know if they were going to be defeated or
not. The opposition endeavoured in every
way not only to embarrass the government in
carrying out its policy, but at the same time
by insidious propaganda to represent that the
more or less vacillating conduct of the gov-
ernment was due not to their obstruction but
to its inherent weakness. The premier was
supposed to be a man lacking in political ex-
perience and they thought they could play
that game with him. He went along with
the policy he had outlined but one fine night
the opposition found to their intense surprise
that they had defeated the government. In
six weeks, however, the administration was
back in power again with a sufficient ma-
jority. The premier had arranged the thing
with a couple of his followers, and, in slang
parlance showed the opposition “where they
were at,” and it has been a lesson to me
ever since.

Some hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. NEILL: Had hon. gentlemen opposite
allowed me to finish my remarks they would
have heard me say it was a lesson to me not
merely politically but in all phases of life,
for I have ever found that a bold progressive
policy always gets a man farther than one of
hesitating for fear he gets his feet wet. I
believe—and I believe it is as true here to-day
as it was in Australia at that time—that this
country wants a policy of moderate protec-
tion, a policy of protection to the
young and struggling industries in all
parts of the country, particularly of the
West, also a tariff policy that will ease up and
reduce the heavy protection now existing on
the older and better established industries. I
believe that if the government appealed to the
country on such a policy they would get an
ample and sufficient mandate to carry it out.

The House divided on the amendment to
the amendment (Mr. Shaw), which was nega-
tived on the following division:
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