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one step, in the same position as those
colonies who had been working for so
many years under Responsible Govern-
ment. Self-government with them now
was a plant in full bloom. That could
not be said to be the ease in Western
Australia; we must give it time to grow,
and, in the meantime, endeavor to profit
by the exprinc of our neighbors.

MRt. GRN said he was quite at
variance with those who asked for long
Parliaments in a young colony. They all
knew what acts of tyranny had been corn-
mnitted under long Parliaments in other
countries, because they felt that they had
a long lease of life. In Victoria, at one
time, before triennial Parliaments came
into vogue, the Ministry felt itself so
strong and independent that they ac-

tually carried a measure to grant them-
selves pensions, and he believed there
was one of them still alive, drawing that
pension to this day, which he had helped
to vote for himself. He alluded to the
present Sir Gavan. Duffy. In a small
House like ours this evil of long Parlia-
ments would be more dangerous still;
and we ought to be very careful indeed
not to have our Parliaments fixed for
too long a period. We should find our
Ministries doing just what they liked if
they felt they were secure in office for
four or five years, and that there was no
danger of theft being to the " right-
about " now and then, and have to face
the country. This was an evil which
would probably affect the Northern dis-
tricts more than this part of the colony.
It would encourage centralisation, and
all power would be centred inth pi-
cipal towns, and in those places where
influence could be brought to bear upon
the Ministry; whereas, if you had a
Ministry that had the fear of the country
at large before its eyes, the whole colony
might expect to be treated with some
show of justice and fairness. He should
vote for short Parliaments himself, and
would prefer three years to four.

The committee divided on the ques-
tion of inserting " four " in lieu of
" five," with the following result-

Ayes..

Noes..

.. .. 16
7

Majority for -.

AYES.
Mr. Burt,

Mr. A. Foret
Hon. Jir. Pestsie
Mr. Aret

Mr. linde
Mr. Ftreon

Mir. Richardseon
Mr. Shenton
Mr. Sholl
Hion. Sir J. G. Lee Steene K1%
Mr. Vann
leu. Cl. N. Warton
Mr. Parker (Teller.)

Mr. Do Thret
Mr. Grant
Mr. Keann
Mr. Loton
Mr. Marrndon
Mr. Pers
Mr. Scott (rthler.)

MR. SCOTT said it would be useless
for him, in the face of the division that
had taken place, to press the amendment
standing in his name, in favor of
reducing the term to three years; there-
fore he did not propose to move it.

Clause 14, as amended, was then put
and passed.

Clauses 15, 16, and 17:;
Agreed to, sub silentio.
Progress reported.

The House adjourned at a quarter past
four o'clock, p.m.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,

Friday, 22nd March, 1889.

construction of rnilway platforma at Chidlew's Well-
Boring p hut for Yilgarn goidfioids-Claeklino lioser-
volr and now, railway platforn, at Chidlows Well-
Telegraph wire used in construction of Derby and
Wyahm ine-City of Perth (Mr. Hotrgan's? Elec-
tion Petition-Constitaton fill: in comnittCO-
Adjournment.

THE SPEAKER toot, the Chair at
seven o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

CONSTRUCTION OF RAILWAY PLAT-
FORM AT CHIDLOW'S WELL.

MR. SEENTON, in aoccordance with
notice, asked the Honorable the Com-
missioner of Railways:-

ist. Whether tenders were Called for
the timber used in the construction of... 9
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the Chidlow's Well platform; if not, why'
not?

211d. Whether the construction of the
above platform was carried out by con-
tract or day workP

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser), on behalf of the Comnmis-
sioner Of Railways, replied:-

'. Special tenders for this particular
timber were not called. Annual contracts
are invited for all ar-ticles required to be
supplied iocallv, and this timber was pro-
cured from Lacey & Co., whose tender
for the supply of timber to the Railway
Department had been accepted.

2. Day work by the Department , being
more economical than by contract.

BORING PLANT FOR TILGARN
GOLDFIELDS.

MR. HARPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Colonial Secretary, when
it was anticipated that the boring plant,
purchased for use on the Yilgarn Gold-
field, would arrive in the colony;- and
what steps, if any, had been taken
towards providing for the conveyance of
the plant to the goldfieldP

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir 1W. Fraser) replied: The boring plant
for Yilgarn Goldfield is expected to
arrive by next steamer from Melbourne.
So soon as the number of packages and
weight are ascertained tenders will he
called for the conveyance of plant to the
fields.

CLACKLINE RESERVOIR ANDl PLAT-
FORM AT CE3IDLOW'S WELL.

MR. SHENTON, in accordance with
notice, moved, that the following return
be laid on the table of the House by
the Commissioner of Railways:-

tat. The total cost of the Clackline
Reservoir.

znd. The total expenditure to date on
the new Platform and alterations to the
Railway line at Chidlow's Well.

Question-put and passed.

TELEGRAPH WIRE USED IN CON-
STRUCTION OF DERBY AND WYND-
HAM LINE.
MR. A. FORREST, in accordance with

notice, moved, " That an humble address
be presented to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor, praying that he will be *pleased to

place on the table of this House all the cor-
respondence with the Crown Agents and
with the General Superintendent of Tele-
graphs of South Au stralia, with reference
to the wire used in the construction of
the Telegra ph Line from Derby to Wynd-
ham; to include afac simile of the speci-
fications sent to the Crown Agents from
the Public Works Department." The rea-
son why he moved for these papers was
because the reply given by the Colonial
Secretary the other day to his question
about this wire was not, to his mind, a
satisfactory one. It was unsatisfactory in
this way-that the Government intended
to erect a telegraph line some 600 miles in
length, made of wire which they did not
know whether it would answer the pur-
pose, and, after going to the expense of
constructing the line, they said they would
then see whether it would work or not.
He thought it was the duty of the Gov-
ernment to find this out beforehand, from
some competent authority. That was
what any business man would do, or any
man with ordinary common sense; and
not build the line first, and see whether
the wire would work after. He under-
stood that this wire had been condemned
as unfit for this line, and surely it was
the duty of the Government to take care
that the country was not put to the ex-
pense of putting it up, and then find it
was no good. It would be better to put
up writh the first loss. He had moved for
the correspondence and the specifications
so that they might see who was to blame
in this matter-whether it was the Crown
Agents at home, or whether it was some-
body here; or who was it that was respon-
sible, if what they heard about this wire
was true. He must protest again against
the Government putting up a long line like
this without being thoroughly satisfied
that the wire to be used would answer
the purpose.

Motion agreed to.

CITY OF PERTH (lMm. HOROAN'S)
ELECTION PETITION.

MR. PARKER: I rise, sir, to move
the resolution which appears on the
Notice Paper: "That in view of the de-
" fective state of the Perth Electoral Roll,
"as reported upon by their Honors the
"Judges of the Supreme Court, and of
"the probable unsatisfactory compilation
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"of the lists in other electorates of the
"colony, clauses should be introduced in
" the Constitution Bill enabling new rolls,

:*cto be prepared before the first
"general election after its provisions shall
"be in operation, and under a system of
"registration similar to that in force in

"the colony of Victoria." It must be a
source, I am sure, of gratification to all
the members of this House to find that
the Judges, in reporting upon this elec-
tion petition, have been able to come to
the following conclusion-,' that Edward
Scott and Edward Keane, the members
whose return and election were complain-
ed of, were duly elected and returned ;"
and, "that upon the trial of the said
petition no corrupt practice was proved
to have been committed by or with the
knowledge or consent of either of the
candidates at the said election." I say
it must be gratifying to us all to find the
Judges reporting as they have done. It
is especially gratifying to myself, on ac-
count of the remarks which were made by
the Chief Justice at the conclusion of the
trial. I myself was certainly surprised
to see the report as it is, for I looked
forward rather anxiously to it, to see
whether the Judges were prepared to re-
port to the House in the terms that were
made use of by the Chief Justice on the
trial of the petition. We all know that
the remarks which fall from Judges on
the bench are listened to as coining from
an authority having a great deal of
weight, and I cannot but think that any
Judge should well weigh his words before
he casts reflection upon anyone, and
much more so as regards oases of peti-
tions against the return of persons to
Parliament, where no corrupt practices are
proved; and especially so in a case like
the present, where the respondents' case
was not gone into,-for I would remind
hon. members that the petitions in both
cases were dismissed without the respon-
dents being called upon for any answer
whatever. Such being the case, it was
with great regret I saw by the newspapers
(and I was in hopes that it would have
been contradicted) that the Chief Justice
had cast what I think were gross asper-
sions on one who is a member of this'
House- the hon. the senior member for
Perth. His Honor, according to this re-
port, said: "With regard to costs, *e have
given our decision; but so far as I am

concerned, I think there was so much
suspicion, that if Mr. Horgan had come
into court under circumstances of an un-
suspected case on his part, I should have
felt disposed to have made no order as to
costs." This, T say, specially referred to
the senior member for Perth, because I
find that the Chief Justice remarked that,
so far as Mr. Keane was concerned there
did not appear to be any direct charge of
corruption. When a Judge uses a re-
mark that the case of any litigant before
him is surrounded with suspicion, or
that there is suspicion attaching to it, it
means nothing more or less, to my
wind, than that there is a suspicion
of, not right, but wrong-&a suspicion
of fraud and improper conduct. Now
there was no ground for the Chief Jus-
tice to even hint that there was suspicion;
and no Judges ever dream of casting any
censure on a respondent whose case has
not been gone into. It is not for me to
say what evidence might have been ad-
duced, or how the respondent here was
prepared to meet the case, because it is
quite outside the purport of my present
remarks; it is sufficient for me to say
that it is a source of gratification that
both hon. members have been completely
exonerated. At the same time, it was
most unwarrantable, on the part of the
Chief Justice to cast the aspersion he did
on the senior member for Perth, and
still more so at a time when the case
against the respondent had been closed
for two days and had been dismissed
with costs, and his counsel bad retired;
and the respondent was not represented
whben these remarks were made. But as
I have said, it is a matter for congratu-
lation to find that this remark in no way
appears in the Judges' report to this
House. I find that the Judges in this
case have made a special report. By the
statute their Honors are only bound to
certify to the Speaker which of the can-
didates has been duly elected, and they
are further bound to certify whether any
corrupt practices have been committed or
whether they have reason to believe that
t hey have extensively prevailed at the
election. I see they have certified that
there were no corrupt practices. With
regard to the Sheriff, or rather the Re-
turning Officer, their Honors found that
he had been guilty of negligence. We
know that these duties axe new duties to
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most Returning Officers, and even with
regard to those who have acted before,
long intervals elapse between the ele-
tions. These Returning Officers are not
legal men, and I do not know that any of
them are specially directed by the rw
Law officers as to their duties, and such
being the case we can hardly wonder that
these laymen do not carry out to the
]etter the duties required of them by the
Act, which in many instances is some-
what difficult to construe. When the
Sheriff was before the Court a great deal
of discussion occurred as to what his
duties with regard to the counterfoils
and ballot papers really were, and such
being the case we can hardly wonder that
he made a mistake. There was no doubt
the Sheriff tried to do his dulty strictly
and honorably, and there was nothing
whatever to show that he interfered with
the papers or that there was any doubt
about the return he had made, but there
is no doubt that in some circumstances
he did not strictly comply with the
statute. We must also bear in mind that
these Returning Officers do this duty
gratuitously-they are not paid, as they
are in the other colonies. The only way
to my mind to guard against these officials
not doing their work in the future, is for
the Government to issue special instruc-
tions, and not leave it to haymen to find
out from a statute difficult to construe
the course of p~rocedure to be adopted.
Then there is another matter which con-
cerns the country at large, and that is
that the electoral roll should contain the
names of those only who are entitled to
vote. So long as we retain a £10
franchise no one except those qualified
should be on the roll, and no one should
be allowed to place on it those who are
not so qualified; and I hope and trust
that the resolution I now propose may
have the effect of embodying in the
Constitution Act a provision that will
ensure a thorough cleansing of this roll
before the first election under it. I am
not wedded to the resolution I have given
notice of, but it struck me that some-
thing of the sort might meet the views of
hon. members. In Victoria and Tas-
mania there was a provision that after
the proclamation of the Constitution Act,
the old Parliament should meet and have
power to pass an Electoral Act. I under-
stand that there is no intention on the

part of the Government to do this, and
therefore I think we must embody some
such clause, as I suggest, in the Act, or

during the, present session pass an inde-
pendent Electoral Bill. In Victoria a

person must make application to be regis-
tered as a voter in writing, and must
describe his qualification and has to pay
Is. for registration. That seems to me a
very good way of getting an Electoral
Roll; but on this I will say nothing fuir-
ther at present. I now move the reso-
lution.

MR. SCOTT: I rise, sir, with some
degree of feeling to second the motion of
the hon. member for Sussex, and I must
say I agree with him that the report that
is before this House from the Judges of
the Supreme Court is a, source of gratifi-
cation to those concerned in the trial,
and particularly to myself. At the same
time I could heartily wish that the re-
marks made by the Chief Justice on the
bench had been in accordance with this
report. I have no doubt that many
people in this colony, who do not know
me personally, will feel that there has
been a certain slur ("No, no ")-bon.
members may say no, but I feel there is a
certain slur, a certain faint suspicion
thrown over me in connection with this
unfortunate case; sand I feel that if I
had not been represented by an able and
determined counsel I should have gone to
the wall, and instead of coming out of the
trial holding the place I do, I should
probably have lost my seat. I am very
sorry to say it, but still I felt that during
the course of the trial-and I feel it now,
and if hon. members will carefully con-
sider the remarks made by the Chief
Justice not only at the end of the trial,
but during the trial, they, like myself,
cannot help coming to the conclusion that
it was running in His Honor's mind that
corrupt practices had prevailed, if not
within my actual knowledge, with so
much suspicion that I should be answer-
:able for it. If that was not the case I
should like to know why there should
have been such a great question about my
being awarded my costs, for, as the hon.
member for Sussex pointed out, I was
never asked to disprove the case of per-
sonation which was the only charge
alleged against me. Alter the Chief Jus-
tice baA finished his remarks, Mr. Justice
Stone said: "1Then again His Honor the



Chief Justice has said that there were company. I remember our late Speaker
suspicious circumstances connected with telling me that this practice was the one
the ease. I do not see any circumstances way to fight an election. It has always
to implicate Dr. Scott I went so far been done in this constituency. I care
with the Chief Justice as to think. that not what the Chief Justice thinks outside
the petitioner had given sufficient evi- his court, but when he utters such words
dence of agency," and agency is nothing, as he did from the bench it carries weight.
"to call on the respondent to rebut it, He is then no longer Mr. Onslow. But
but as the case was stopped before the I fear that ouitside the court even Judges
time arrived for his doing that, I do not are apt to lower the dignity of their ex-
think it would be right to connect Dr. alted position. One, however, does not
Scott with it." It was not right, and I take notice of that, but it is the words used
cannot help thinking it should not have in the court that go forth with weight. I
been done. I congratulate my honorable cannot help thinking that if the Chief
colleague that his name was not associ- Justice was justified in using the words
ated wvithi mine in any breath of suspicion. he did, some reference bearing them out
I cannot help passing on now to what I should have been made in the report. L,
had hoped to see-some allusion in this for my part, should like to see it made a
report, under the clause which says that corrupt practice to canvass electors even
no corrupt practices prevailed, to what after the day of nomination, but the Act
came out in evidence. Surely if it were now says nothing about it; and while no
necessary for His Honor to say anything allusion is made to the acts of the peti-
about the suspicion in my ease, it might tioner, this, which is not prohibited, is
have been excusable to have referred to the made an enormous crime as far as I am
action of the p~etitioner himself; as some concerned. I will not now go into the
reference had been made to the brazen - matter, and will content myself by
ness of the petitioner when he said he had seconding the resolution.
been guilty of putting minors on the roll. Mua. A. FORREST: I think it must
When a member of a profession honored have been a source of pain to many hon,
with the title of learned, and a late mem- members of this House to have heard the
her of this House, should make such a opening address of the hon. member for
confession, and should not call forth some Sussexi, for hon. members are aware that
remark, it seems to me to savor somewhat the hon. member for Sussex, not long
of leniency, and bears a. somewhat strange ago, introduced into this House a petition
contrast to the remarks ma-de on a matter against the Chief Justice, I will not say
of suspicion, which I submit was no sus- anything in favor of the remarks which
picion at all. If I had felt for one me- the Chief Justice made about the bon.
ment that there was any suspicion about member for Perth, because I believe that
my case I should have retired from it with the hon. member would not do anythiing
shame; but I feel now that these re- wrong. But we know the ease was a long
marks will. go beyond the limits of this one, and as we know it takes but very
colony, and that my name has had a 13lur Ilittle to place a candidate outside the pale
thrown upon it which it never deserved. of this Rouse, I think the hon. member
I see by the Victorian Express a telegram 'for Perth should be satisfied in being
which says that Mr. Justice Stone con- returned. Even if His Honor the Chief
curred with the Chief Justice in eon- Justice did say a word or make a slip that
d0=nig Dr. Scott's conduct in button-, was not nice, surely the privilege of this
holn elsectors on the stairs of the Town t House should not be made use of by the.
Hall. This is another matter I wish to hbon. member for Sussex, for it is known
call attention to. The Chief Justice tthat the hon. member is not a firiend of
thought fit to deeply regret that candi- 'the Chief Justice, and he has gone a long
dates had resorted to what was derogatory way to make charges and accusations
to the dignity of the House,-had been against His Honor.
guilty of personally canvassing their con- IMn. PARKER: I deny it entirely. It
stituents on the day of election; all I can is absolutely without foundation.
say is, that if there was anything deroga-1 Ru. A. FORREST: I will leave it to
tory to the dignity of the Rouse, I regret~ the House to decide. We knew that
the act, but if I erred I did so in good, the bon. member has not only laid charges
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against His Honor inside this House but
outside-

MR. PARKER: I have done nothing
of the sort either inside or outside.

Mn. A. FORREST: I say it comes
with very bad taste for the bon. member
to bring up old sores which we thought
had been buried bung ago. The hon.
member for Perth is quite right in saying
that there is no mention of any corrupt
practice in the report, and hence he feels
angry that the words he referred to were
made use of in court; but there is no
such excuse for the hon. member for
Sussex. He is an able and learned mem-
her of the law, and he should be careful
before he gets upl to make the charges he
has done this evening.

MR. SHOIL After the sermon we
have just heard from the hen. member
for Kimberley I feel sure that the hon.
member'for Sussex must consider him-
self very email. The hon. member for
Kimberley accuses the hon. member for
referring to the Chief Justice in strong
terms-so strong that it has called forth
an attack upon his head. I thought dur-
ing the time the hon. member for Sussex
was speaking that he was very mild, for
anyone who sat in that Court and heard
the case conducted as it was, must have
come to the same decision as the hon.
member for Sussex did. I say that the
whole action of the Chief Justice through-
out the trial (and I did not intend to
speak on this motion until the hon. mem-
ber for Kimberley got up) was one of
bias. [Mr. A. FORREST: " No, no," and
the Hon. J. FORREST: " Don't make ran-
dom statements."] I say that the only
satisfaction the Chief Justice seemed to
have was in slating the successful litigant.
The defendants, Dr. Scott and Mr. Keane,
were dragged into that court through no
fault of their own, and it was fond that
the petitioner himself was the only sinner
during the election. He owned during
the trial that he had placed his own sons
on the roll when they were not qualified,
and yt the Chief Justice in his summing
up made no remark or cast any reflection
upon him.

MR, A. FORREST: He gave costs.
Mn. SHOLL: He certainly did, butTI

believe he gave them much against his
will. The hon. member for Sussex in
introducing this motion, I do not think
went any too far; and it was his duty as

leader of this House to make certain re-
marks as to the language used by His
Honor in summing up the case. It isanll
very well for the hon. member to talk
about members using their privilege in
this House, but what about the Chief
Justice taking advantage of his position
on the bench to send forth to the world
the remark that the action of Dr. Scott
was surrounded with suspicion ? Such a
statement was not warranted, and was
uncalled for.

ME. A. FORREST: I did not say the
Chief Justice was right in making use of
these remarks.

MR. SHOLL: I am not saying that
the hon. member did; but I say the Chief
Justice was wrong, and if hon. members
get up and take advantage of their posi-
tion in the House, the Chief Justice does
the same thing on the bench. I am
sorry to have to say what I have, but it
is necessary on such occasions as this to
use strong language. With regard to
the electoral roll r think it is very neces-
sary that something should be done to
amend it. We know there are names on
it of persons who have left the colony,
and of persons who are dead, and of
persons who are not of age, nor entitled
to a vote at all. We know that one
candidate at this very election put on the
roll over 500 names; and I think if that
number were divided by five it would
give about the proper number qualified
to vote. I think, therefore, before the
next election, it will be necessary to take
some steps to revise the roll in some way.
I think it would almost be better to
make another roll, and compel persons to
register personally.

MR. RICHARDSON: I do not wish
to say much about this vexed question,
except that I thoroughly endorse what
has fallen from the hon. member for
Perth that we should have some pro-
vision introduced into our Electoral Act
forbidding what I consider every can-
didate must feel to be rather infra dig.-
the practice of personally canvassing at
elections. Unfortunately the practice is
thrust upon him, whether he likes it or
not, because others do it; at the same
time it must cause every respectable
candidate to feel that he is doing an un-
dignified thing, and one which he only
condescends to do because of the eni-
gency of the position. I think it would
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be a great relief to most candidates if
this practice were made illegal, and that
there would be no longer any necessity for
a man to resort to it because a rival
candidate did it. The practice seems to
me to be utterly repugnant to the prin-
ciple of the Ballot Act, and that under
such a system as that the ballot really
throws little or no protection over an
elector. There are many electors who
have not the moral courage to resist a
personal alppeal made by the candidate
himself, and once they give a man a
promise of their vote they feel in honor
bound to give it. Others no doubt are
less scrupulous, but, in any case, I see
nothing to defend the practice. It may
be said that if you stop candidates from
canvassing, you ought also to stop their
committees from canvassing; but I think
there is a great difference between an
appeal made to you by a man's agent or
committee-man and an appeal made by
the candidate in person. You may get
rid of the ordinary canvasser by telling
him point blank that you do not intend
to support his candidate, or you may get
rid of him in other ways; but it's a dif-
ferent thing when you are brought face
to face with the candidate in person. It
must be awfully humiliating to many
men, of sensitive temperaments, men
who are possessed of a large amount of
self-respect, to have to resort to such a
practice. It has always appeared to me
that it was a very undignified roceeding
on the part of a candidate to Eave to do
these things, and I should think most
people would be only too glad if the
practice were done away with as illegal.
I think any provision of that kind intro-
duced into the Electoral Act would com-
mend itself to every right-minded candi-
date. Before I sit down I must venture
t say that I rather regretted to have

hard the, perhaps, injudicious remarks
made by the hon. member for the G3as-
coyne with reference to the Chief Justice,
-remarks which I think the hon. member
himself, when he reflects upon them, will
rather regret having given expression to,
and for this reason: I do not think it is
a fair thing to accuse any man of any-
thing you ame not in a position to prove,
and I think that in publicly accusing ay
person, and especially a. Judge, of being
actuated by bias-unless you axe prepared
to prove it-you are not acting quite fair

and above board. I cannot endorse what
has fallen from the hon. member for Kim-
berley in making the charges which he
did against the hon. member for Sussex;
I do not believe that that hon. member
is actuated by any such motives as have
been attributed to him. I can thoroughly
feet for the hon. member for Perth.
I believe he has just and good ground
for being hurt at what was said from the
bench; and every member in the House
would naturally expect the hon. member
to resent such insinuations as appear to
have been levelled at him, and to give
expression to his feelings in a manly and
straightforward manner. But, beyond
that, I think it is not wise for members
to make use of that privilege which they
have in attacking any man, unless they
are in a position to prove what they say:
and I think it must be adlmitted that the
hon. member for the Gascoyne on this
occasion has made use of words which, to
say the least, cannot be proved.

MR. BURT: Before this resolution is
put, I would ask the House to say whether
they are prepared at this moment to
give their assent to this proposition -
that the system of registration which
they wish to see introduced here shall
be " similar to that in force in the colony
of Victoria." I don't know whether even
the majority of hon. members know what
that system is. I do not think there is
any necessity whatever for those words,
or to pledge the House to any particular
system of registration. No doubt the
Victorian system may be a very good
one; but there may be others that are
better or more suitable to the circumn-
stances of this colony. At any rate, I do
not see why the House should com mit
itself at this stage to any particular sys-
tem, Victorian or otherwise; and I think
it would be wise if the last few words of
the resolution were left out. I think we
might stop at the word "operation."
*MR. PARKER: I have no objection.

if the hon. member will move an amend-
ment to that effect.

Mnz. SHPENTON: I have an amend-
ment before that. I think we are all
agreed that some additionalI powers must
be given to tbe revising justices in look-
ing after the electoral rolls, and seing
that only the names of those who are en-
titled to vote appear on them. At pres-
ent we know the rolls are very defective,
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and the revising justices are powerless in
the matter. But I do not think it would
be wise to introduce these provisions into
the Constitution Bill; I think it would
be much better to deal with them in a
separate bill. Therefore, I move to strike
oat the words " clauses shall be intro-
duced in the Constitution Bill," and to
insert the following words, "a new Ele-.
toral Bill should be passed." tthink we
are all pretty well agreed that there must
be another session of the present Council
before the Constitution Act comes into
force, and the Electoral Bill might be
brought in by the Government when the
House meets agai.

Sin. T. COCKBtJRN-OAIVIPBELL:
I am ])repared to second the amendment
of the bon. member for Toodyay, so far
as I understand it. It appears to me
that if we attempt to introduce any
electoral machinery into the Constitution
Bill we shall be landed in considerable
difficulties. It will be necessary to deal
with the widening of the franchise con-
templated in that bill, as well as to
improve the present machinery for regis-
tration, and theme are a great many other
things that will have to be prodided for.
I don't know how it would be possible to
make all the alterations which members
wish to have made, in a workable formu,
in the Constitution Act; and it seems to
me it would be a much better way to
have a separate bill, dealing with electoral,
matters. It will be absolutely necessary
to have such a bill; and, if the Govern-
ment would undertake to bring in a
separate bill, I am. sure it would facilitate
the passing of the Constitution Act, and
the hon. member for Sussex would pro-
bably withdraw his resolution, which has
only been brought forward, I understand,
to test the feeling of the House.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton): I am not in a position
to give exactly a pledge to that effect.
My leader, who is also the leader
of this House, of course is anxious that
the address should be passed for the
consideration of His Excellency. [The
OLONIA SECRETARY: Not anxious.]

Well, not unwilling that an address
should be passed, expressive of the
feeling of the House in the matter.
'Under the circumstances, perhaps, it
would be well if the resolution were not'
withdrawn. If I were asked to indicate

what my own state of mind is on the
subject, and what I would advise if I
were asked to advise, it seems to me that
after we have disposed of the immediate
business before us-that is, the passing
of the Constitution Bill and the Aborig-
ines Bill-there can be no reason why,
by the act of the House itself, the House
should not adjourn-and not have a new
session-to some convenient time, until
we ascertain what has taken place in
England with regard to the Constitution
Act, and that the House might again
meet, after the adjournment, and con-
sider an Electoral Bill. But the reason
why I rose was this: not so much to give
a pledge on the part of the Government
-which I cannot do, as I said-bat
merely to assist my hon. and learned
friend opposite with my owna ideas on the
subject. I am thoroughly convinced,
with the evidence before us, that the
electoral rolls here are in a very shock-
ing state-in a state that really ought
not to be allowed to exist any longer.
Voters are put on the rolls by anybody
sending their names to the magistrates'
clerks, and the magistrates' clerks, I
believe, have no discretionary power to
omit names from the lists, once they
are put on, whether the voters are dead
or gone out of the colony, or have
otherwise no right to appear on the roll.
The recent proceedings at Perth really
disclosed what seems to me an abomain-
able abuse. My own view is that the
person claiming the privilege to vote
should himself take some trouble about
it, and himself personally attend before
the proper anthority-whether that au-
thority be the magistrates' clerk, or, as I
should prefer, a revising barrister-who
should see that the namnes only of proper
persons are placed on the list, and have
some proof of those persons' right to be
placed on the list; and that if anyone
seeks to take that name off the List, and
fails to take it, let him pay the costs. If
the franchise is a privilege worth having,
it is worth taking a little trouble about;
and, if I had my way, a man should not
have a vote until he appeared personally
before the constituted authority, and sub-
stantiated his claim; and, once a year,
there ought to be a revision of the rolls,
before some competent authority.

Amendment put and passed.
MR. PARKER: Sir, I do not wish to
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detain the House, but, considering the
charges which the hon. member for Kim-
berley has thought fit to make against me,
it beboves me to say a few words in reply.
As to the petition referred to by the hon.
member, it may perhaps not be known to
the hon. member that it is the duty of
every member of this House to present a
petition, if it is couched in reasonable
terms and in terms respectful to the
House. It is a right that every sub-
ject of Her Majesty has, to petition the
Legislature, and it is obvious that if hon.
members refuse to present such peti-
tions, it will have the effect of taking
away such right. Whether a petition is
against a person highly placed or lowly
placed in the service, I shall at all times
feeIl it my duty to present such, providing
it is couched in proper language and in
respectful terms. If the hon. member
looks back to the debate on the petition
to which he has referred, he will see that
I in no way supported the petition itself
- I offered no opinion upon it whatever;
and I think no more moderate speech was
delivered than that delivered by myself ;
and I may say that I was informed by
one of the Chief Justice's own friends
that no one could take exception to the
remarks I then made. If I erred in pre-
senting that petition I did so in very good
company, for if the hon. member reads
" Parlamentaay Practice" he will see
that on one occasion one of the noble
lords in the House of Peers presented a
petition with which he was not in accord,
and he then stated that he did so because
he believed it to be his duty to do so.
That petition was afterwards, after some
discussion, withdrawn, and dismissed
from the consideration of the House. I
pass by the bon. member's statement
that I have taken advantage of ray privi-
lege as a member of the House. flow
else could this matter be brought forward
and discussed ? It is a report to the
House by the Judges of the Supreme
Court, and it is our duty to deal with it.
I do not think that any language I have
used shows that I desired in any way to
take advantage of the privilege of the
House. The hon. member said that I
made several charges against the Chief
Justice, and that I have done so in and
out of the House. I ay I have never,
since the Chief Justice has occupied the
position he has-either inside or out-

side of the Rouse -made any charges
whatever against him. Then the lion.
member says I am no friend of the
Chief Justice. If he has learnt that, he
has not done so from me. In all the inter-
course I have bad with the Chief Justice
I have met him on the most amicable and
cordial terms, and we have never had any
disagreement whatever. Therefore, if the
bon. gentleman has learnit that I am not
a friend of the Chief Justice he has not
done so from me, and he must have
learnit it from the other side, and then
perhaps it would be more correct to say
that the Chief Justice is not a friend of
mine. I have nothing to complain of in
the way His Honor meets me as Chief
Justice, when I meet him as a counsel in
his Court. We have had no disagree-
ment whatever. I shall not trouble the
House by raking up any old sores or ill-
feeling connected with that petition, but
I cannot hut think that the language
made use of by His Honor the Chief
Justice when commenting upon the con-
duct of the hon. member for Perth in
connection with the late election proceed-
ings, was uncalled for and unwarranted,
as is shown by the report of the Judges
themselves; and I felt it my duty to so
express my opinion; and, if any Chief
Justice or any other Judge errs in like
manner, and I have an opportunity of
expressing my opinion, I shall not fear
to do so, whatever may be the result.

MR. B3URT moved that all the words
after " operation " be omitted. As he
had alreadly said, he saw no reason why
the House should pledge itself, or the
Government, to adopt a systemn of regis-
tration similar to that in force in Victoria.
That might be a good system, but, if
they searched for precedents, they might
find a better, or one more adapted to the
circumstances of this colony.

Amendment agreed to.
Resolution, as amended, put and

passed.
MR. PARKER moved an humble ad-

dress to the Governor, informing His
Excellency of the resolution of the House.

Agreed to.

CONSTITUTION BILL.

IN COTlTIEE.

The House went into committee for
the further consideration of this bill,
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QuaL j~atioii for a Member of eithber House.

Clause 18.-"l No person shall be quai-
"fled to be a member of theleiatv
"Council or of the Legislative elyi~:V
unless ho be a natural-born or natural-

"ised subject of Her Majesty of the full
"age of twenty-one years, nor unless he
"be seised at law or in equity of an. estate

",of freehold for his own use and benefit
in lands or tenements within the colony

"of the value of Five hundred pounds
"above all charges and encumbrances
"affecting the same, or of the yearly
"value of Fifty pounds, and shall. have
"been possessed of such estate for at
"least one year previous to his nomin-
"ation or election: "

MR. EBURT soid he believed it was
agreed that, so far as the Legislative
Council was concernea, there should be
uo property qualification during the term
that chamber remained a nominated
chamber, it being considered undesirable
to limit the choice of the Crown in the
appointment of its -nominees. Therefore,
it would be necessary to alter the word-
ing of this clause. He thought this
might be done by striking out the words
" Legislative Council or of the," and
insert the words, "nor, after Fart II. of
this Act shall be in operation, of the
Legislative Council." The clause wod
then read: " No person shall be qualified
to be a member of the Legislative Assem-
bly, nor, after Part mH. of this Act shall
be in operation, of the Legislative Coun-
cil, unless he 'be "-etc.

Amendment agreed to.
ME. PARKER said it would be ob-

served that. this clause provided that no
person should be qualified to be a mnem-
her of the Legislative Assembly unless
he possessed a certain property qualifica-
Lion-namely £5600, Gee of all encum-
brances. According to his view, it was
quite sufficient to allow the electors
themselves to choose anyone they pleased
to represent them, whether he had any
property qualification or not. This ques-
tion had already been fully discussed,
and it was not necessary that be should
go into it any further, beyond saying
that he saw no reason for limiting the
choice of the electors. The hon. member
now in the Chair, in the admirable speech
which he gave them on the occasion of
the second reading of the bill, went so

fully into this question, and demon-
strated so clearly the inconsistency of
limiting the choice of the 'electors, alter
first taking care that only those who are
qualified to exercise the franchise shall
do so-the hon. baronet so clearly de-
monstrated the inconsistency of restrict-
ing the electors in their choice of repre-
sentatives, by limiting them to a certain
charmed circle, that it walf unnecessary
for him to detain the committee in ex-
patiating any further on that point. He
therefore now moved, as an amendment,
that the following words be struck out of
the clause:- " nor unless he be seised at
"law or in equity of an estate of fre&-
"hold for his own use and benefit in

"lands or tenements within the colony
"of the value of £500, above all charges

"and encumbrances affecting the same,
"1or of the yearly value of £60." It
would be quite competent, if these words
were struck out, for any member to
propose any other words limiting the
qualifcation, or otherwise restricting the
choice of the electors, though for his own
part he did not see the slightest occasion
for anything of the kind, To his mind
the proper test of whether a man was fit
to hold a seat in the House was not
whether he owned so much property, as
whether he was a man of intelligence and
integrity of purpose, and whether he
possessed the confidence of the electors,
or, in other words, the confidence of those
who askcd him to represent them. The
mere possession of a freehold estate would
not necessarily guaxantee this. Possibly
it might be desirable to limit the choice
of the electors to men who had resided in
the colony for some given period of time
--one, two, or three years; he noticed
that they had such a provision in some
of the other colonies, and perhaps it was
aL wise provision, for this reason: if we
made it a condition that a man had to be
in the colony for one, two, or three years,
before he became entitled to occupy a
seat in the Legislature we would neces-
sarily have some guarantee that such a
man had acquired some knowledge of the
circumstances of the colony, and its
requirements. This was a question which
the committee might take into consider-
ation, perhaps, and insist upo a resi-
dential qualification for members1 as well
as for the electors. Beyond that, he did
not think they ought to insist upon any
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qualification, in the shape of property at
any rate.

MR. MARMION said he considered
thsqeto of property qualification one
of8he os important questions in the
whole bill. It had been said that the
question had been already fully discussed,
and that there was a preponderance of
opinion in favor of retaining a property
quali fication. He hoped the feeling of
the House had not been accurately
gauged. He thought it would be most
injudicious on their part to insist uponthis property qualification, in view of the
strong feeling of opposition which existed
outside on the subject. It would simply
give rise to further agitation, more especi-
all in the more populous centres of the

colony. That agitation had been going
on for some time past, and had found
expression on the public platform and in
the public press; and he thought this
was one of those concessions which they
might fairly make to the popular de-
mand. He thought the arguments in.
favor of abolishing the property qualifi-
cation were unanswerable-he need not
go into them now;i the subject had
already been thoroughly threshed out-
and, so far as he was aware, no one had
attempted to answer them. When be
spoke of property qualification, let it be
understood that he spoke of freehold
property. As he pointed out the other
evening-and he thought the argument
was incontrovertible-if they wanted pro-
perty qualification at all, there was no
reason in the world why other property
than property in land should not qualify
a man. Everybody did not invest their
money in land; and a very good job
too, otherwise he sbould like to know
what would become of commercial en-
terprise and those other enterprises which
helped to develop a country's trade
and resources, and to contribute to
the general prosperity. He could speak
for hours on this subject, but be did
not think it was necessary to occupy
the time of the committee any fur-
ther. He thought the few words he had
said were words of wisdom. If they
wished to give tbis bill the element of
stability, they must endeavor as far as
possible to make its provisions such as
would be acceptable to the people at
large; and this was one of those points
upon which the public, or a large section

of the public, had pronounced a very
strong opinion.

MR. RASON: I -rise to support the
amendment moved by the hon. member
for Sussex. It would be presumption on
my part to claim-as has been claimed
by the hon. member who has just sat
down, with that modesty for which he is
conspicuous-that the words you are
about to listen to will be words of wisdom ;
but I c-an promise this-they will be the
expression of my honest and heartfelt
conviction. I think, if it could be shown
that the property qualification which is
proposed in this bill would, in any way, be
a guarantee of the honesty, or the ability,
or the intellectual superiority of the pbs-
sessor of it, if it were any guarantee even
that an. undesirable of unworthy person
would never be elected to a rst in the
Legislature, I, for one, would vote for its
retention. But does it offer any such
safeguard ? It does nothing of the kind.
It may shut the door against a good man,
but it will never prove the slightest hin-
dranceto abad one. What kind of amana
is it that we wish to see in this HouseP
Is it the man who merely possesses £500
worth of freehold property and nothing
else; or is it the man of ability, the man
of honor, the man who can rise superior
to personal interests -and personal pre-
judices, and who comes here to do his
duty to his country ? It is monstrous to
say that you cannot make sure of obtain-
ing such a man unless he possesses a,
freehold of £500. That is an insult to a,
large and intelligent section of the core-
mnunity. The only argument, or the only,
attempted argument, we have heard in
favor of the retention of this qunalifica-
tion is that it would shut the door against
that very undesirable class of person, the
"Carpet-bag" politician. Well,sir, mem-
bers seem, in their desire to steer clear of
" carpet-bag " politicians, to 'forget that
there are other and still more objection-
able people even than those. What
about land - grabbers ? What about
wealthy speculators in land, for pur -
poses of speculation only? You will
receive, with open arms, the land-jobber,
the land-grabber, and the land specu-
lator. Alyou ask of him is -not
whether he is honest, whether he is pat-
riotic, whether his intentions are good or
whether they are selfish-all you ask of
him is that he shall be possessed of £500
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-worth of freehold land. That is a suf-
ficient guarantee of his respectability.
and of his fitness to occupy a seat in
this honorable House. Sir, that seems
to me a monstrous doctrine. I will say
nothinag here of the inconsistency of this
provision. That has been very clearly
demonstrated. You require certain qual-
ifications on the part of those whom
you entrust with the privilege of elect-
ing their representatives, you take every
reasonable safeguard to ensure that
those upon whom this choice rests shall
be perfectly qualified to exercise their
discretion mn the selection of their Par-
liamentary representatives, and, hav-
ing done that, you turn round to them
and say, "Now, we have given you the
right of selection, and we think you are
fit to be entrusted with it; but you must
limit your selection to a certain number
of men, who can show to us that they are
worth 43500 of freehold property,"-but
nothing else. It has been. said that it
will be easy for us to alter the provisions
of this bill when we have full power to
legislate for ourselves in this matter..
Sir, I think that is a. midchievous sugges-
tion indeed. I think our aim should be
to make the present bill as perfect and as1
lasting a measure as we possibly can.
There is no doubt of one thing: if we
insist upon this property qualification for
members, it will not be a. lasting measure.
We know very well that agitation will
continue, and that it will not cease until
this qualification is abolished. The coun-
try will never be settled, it will be in a
constant state of political ferment; it
will he impossible for any Ministry to
carry on the Government of the colony,
because, at the very first opportunity,
this question will be brought up again
and again. We may depend upon that.
Is it wise to have this agitation going on,
while we are endeavoring to work, and to
accommodate ourselves to, this new Con-
stitution ? I must here refer to one
argument that has been brought for-
ward by an hon. memaber in favor of
a property qualification, the argument
that the possession of a freehold estate
of £2500 is a guarantee that a man is able
to earn his own livig, or, at any rate,
to procure meat and drink for himself,
and that no man ought to be aflowed
to enter the precincts of this honor-
able House unless he can show that

be can supply himself with meat and
drink, at any rate. I ask, is it likely
that a Mjan who was not able, by fair
means or foul, to provide himself with
meat and drink, would, above all places,
seek to obtain admission to this House?
II shouald imagine it would be the last
place in the world he would strive to
enter. I think, at any rate, we could trust
to the vigilance of the House Comm ittee
that he did not get meat and drink here
-for nothing, at all events. Sir, it is a
peculiar and a significant fact that, in
this matter, all those members who have
been looked upon, and are looked upon,
as the most conservative and cautious
members of this House, are the members
who are now anxious to dispense with
this qualification of members. I say that
is a significant circumstance; and, if you
analyse it, the reason I think will be
found in this fact: they are anxious to
give this bill an element of stability;
they are anxious to secure something
which will be lasting, something which
will be permanent, something that will
put an end to aitation and discontent
outside. On the other side, we have
arrayed those members who have hitherto
figured as the Liberal members of the
House, but who in this matter have cer-
tainly managed to turn a most extra-
ordinary somersault, and who now figure
apparently as the champions of the most
conservative ideas and the most con ser-
vative measures. I have not yet heard
their excuses for this change of front, and
I venture to think they will find great
difficulty in finding an excuse when they
next come before their constituents.

MR. Dig HTAXEFL: It has been said
that if we agree to this property qualifi-
cation of members, it will be the cause of
outside agitation for its removal, as the
country, it is said, is opposed to it. Now,
sir, I speak -now for the third time, I
think, in this colony; and I say, what-
ever may be the feeling in other parts, it
is the distinct wish of the constituents
whom I have the honor to represent that
the qualification of members should be
preserved. The consider-and it ap-
pears to me with some show of consis-
tency-that so long as a value is set on
the vote of the elector so sureiy there
ought to be a value set on the qualifica-
tion of the elected. It seems to me also
that this is the right course for us to

100 [ MAE. 22



PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.10

pursue, and that the qualification of
members ought to be retained, at any
rate, until we grant manhood suffrage to
the electors. When we arrive at that
stage, when we give universal suffrage to
the electors, when we abolish the quali-
fication of voters, then I, for one, shall be
prepared to abolish the qualification of
members. But so long as we set a value
on the vote of the elector, I think cer-
tainly we ought also to set a value upon
the qualification of the man who holds a
seat in this House.

MR. SCOTT: I should like to ask
whether we do not provide for the qualifi-
cation of a member when we insist upon.
the electors being qualified to exercise the
franchiseP I understand it is the inten-
tion of the hon. member for Fremantle
to propose that aL member ought to
have a voter's qualification; and it seems
to me, if we do that, wve do all we
need to. What we want, I presume,
under this new Constitution is to allow
the people to govern themselves. That
is the great idea we have in view. That
is what we have been advocating all
along-the right of the people of the
colony to govern themselves, and to elect
their own representatives and their own
Ministers. If so, why should we put a
limit upon their right of selection. I
cannot see, myself, that a paltry qualifica-
tion of £500 is going to give them a bet-
ter class of representatives. Surely they
are the best judges. As the bon. member
for the Swan has said, it will not prevent
an unworthy or undesirable class from
coming in, while, on the other hand, it
may, possibly, shut out the more scrupu-
lous and the more honest and the more
intelligent people. If you real do think
that a property qualification is required,
and that it will prove any advantage to
the colon 'y, I amn certain you will have
to makre it a great deal higher than X500.
But, for my own part, I see no necessity
for it at a. If we pass this clause as it
stands, it will only mean continual agita-
tion until it is removed. We know very
well it is no protection at all, this property
qualification now ; we know that nothing
is easier than for a. candidate to possess
himself of the necessary qualification for
the time -being; and, in spite of anything
you may put in this bill, you will not be
able to prevent people coming in with
bogus qualifications- Therefore, I say, let

us do away with it; let us not offer any
temptation for people to come in with
a bogus qualification. Let the people
elect men in whom they have confidence,
whether they have £500 or not. Let us
try and get a bill that will put an end to
any further agitation, anda bi that
people will be content to live under for
years to come. Let us try to introduce
an element of stability into this Consti-
tution Bill. I cordially endorse the very
able remarks made the other evening on
this subject by the bon. member, Sir
Thomas Campbell, and, at this stage, I
do not think it is necessary I should say
anything further on the matter.

MR. GRANT: I have only one or two
words I should like to say on this sub-
ject. I think, considering the circum-
stances of this colony, and the scarcity
of men likely to come forward as candi-
dates for election, it is very necessary we
should reduce, if not abolish altogether,
the property qualification proposed in
this bill. I do not see why the onus and
the responsibility of selecting proper men
to represent them should not rest upon
the electors themselves. Surely they

ought to be able to judge whether a man
is fit to represent them or not. I believe
it will be a cause of great irritation and
discontent, which would never cease until
you liken our Constitution to that of the
other colonies. I see no danger whatever
in abolishing this property qualification
it has done no harm in the other colonies,
and, if it had been in force there, some
of their best men would never have been
able to enter Parliament. I think you
have every necessary safeguard in the
representation of property in the 'Upper
House, and therefore we may safely allow
the electors to have their full swing as
regards those whom they send to re-
present them in the Lower House.

Mnfi. A. FORREST: As a represent-
ative of a country district, I shall vote
for the property qualification of members,
and I do so for more reasons than one.
Country districts require men, to repre-
sent them who have by their own energy
and industry accumulated some property
and stake in the country. We think-
and when I say "we," I ami speaking of the
country. and not of the towns-we think
that if a man has not shown he possesses
sufficient industry, and sufficient energy
and ability, to get a little property around.
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him, he ought to stay outside this House,
until he is able to get sufficient property
to qualify him to come in. I think it
would be a very sony day for this colony
when the doors of this House are thrown
open to men who have not the slightest
stake in the colony. I have been twitted
by the bon. member for the Swan-I
believe he meant me, for the hon. mem-
ber looked this way-with having turned
from a Liberal to a Conservative,-

MR. RASON: I take this opportunity
of assuring the liou, member that I was
not referring to him at all.

Mu. A. FORREST: I am very glad
to hear it. I have been a Liberal ever
since I entered this House, and I hope 1
shall always be one. No one can say I
have ever in this House advocated any
measures that were against the interests
of the colony. I have always been an ad-
vocate of progress. I have a large stake
in the colony. I have a large interest in
squatting; and, as the representative of
a squatting district, I am returned on a
Liberal platform-liberal land laws, rail-
ways, telegraphs, and progress inevr
way. But we want men to represent us
who have a real stake in the country;
and 1, for one, if I am alone, wil refuse
to vote for any amendment that proposes
to give any man the privilege of a seat in
this House unless he has accumulated by
his industry a small freehold of the value
of £6500 ; and, when I say this, I think
no one can say I am not a Liberal,
because, if a man is not able to ac-
cumulate property worth £250 a yen in
a colony like this, he is not much account,
and I1 don't think he deserves a seat in.
this House.

MR. MARMON: If he had £21,500 a
year this bil would not give him a seat,
unless he derived it from freehold
property.

Mn. A. FORREST: Quite right too.
If he had it in bank shaies, or in ships,
they would take him out of the country.
A man like that may have no direct in-
terest at all in the colony. When a man,
has a freehold property of his own, he has
some permanent stake in the county; he
is not a man who is here to-day and gone
to-morrow, like a man who invests in
mines or bank shares. A man like that
does not produce anything; he does no
good to the country; what he gets, he
spends elsewhere, and simply robs theI

country of the money he has made in it.
That is the sort of man the hon. member
for Fremantle wants to see in this House.
I say that is not the man we want here.
We want men here who have a solid
stake in the country, who have invested
their money in the laud, and are trying
to do some good with it, both for them-
selves and the colony. For these reasons
I intend to vote for the property quali-
fication of members. I1 should vote for a
qualification of £1,000, if it was pro-
posed; as it is, I shall vote for the
£500.

Mn. RICHARDSON: No doubt, sir,
any elected member who supports this
clause must be prepared to hear himself
stigmatised as narrow-minded, a land-
grabber, and everything else that is
abominable. We all know that it is very
fashionable in certain quarters, political
and social, to regard the mere possession
of property as a stigma, and almost a
crime. I do not know that we have
arrived at that stage of advancement and
enlightenment in this colony yet; but we
all know that a cry has been raised for
the abolition of property qualification for
members, although there are, amongst
those who have taken up that cry, many
who still maintain that there ought to be
a qualification for voters. It does appear
to me that in making this objection to
any qualification on the part of a mem-
ber you show a great deal of inconsist-
ency, when, at the same time, you agree to
require a qualification 6n the part of a
voter. [Mr. Mxnrnomq: There's a&differ-
ence.] It is only a question of degree.
(Mir. Mntrnon: Not at all.] You can
produce exactly the same argument
against the one as the other-the same
high-falutin' nonsense, I call it, about the
man who by his industry and energy is
in a position to pay £10 a year rent, and
the other poor man who with a large
family is not in a position to pay as
much, but who may be equally honest,
equally virtuous, equally intelligent, as
any £10 householder. It seems to me
that the question uarrows itself down to
this: if we are going to try to ensure all
that stability that the hon. member for
Fremantle expects to ensure, if we are
going to stop all agitation and to satisfy
the demands of every section of the com-
munity before we are done with this bill,
there is nothing for it that I can see
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but to come down to the lowest level,
and go in for universal suffrage, pay-
ment of members, and all that. You
cannot stop short of that, if you expect
to put an end to all agitation, and if
that is the stability which hon. members
talk about. It is no use for hon. mem-
bors deluding themselves with the idea
that they can. Even that will not put a
stop to agitation. We see that in coun-
tries that have come down to that level of
equality. Nothing will satisfy some peo-
ple, we know, until *property of every
description is equally divided between
every member of society; and if you ex-
pect this Constitution Bill to satisfy
everybody, and to put an end to all agita-
tion and discontent, you must provide for
a general division of property all round.
Everybody then would be equaly qualified
to vote or to legislate. If members want
to be consistent, and say that every man
ought to have a right to a seat in this
House, the least they can do is to say that
every man should have a right to vote.
After all, what is our object-the object
of those who are in favor of retaining a
property qualification ? Is it not that we
may secure good men as legislators ? Of
course, we admit that property does not
necessarily imply intelligence, but it
affords a rough and ready test-especially
in a colony like this-that the man who
possesses the, former must also have a fair
share of the latter; it implies the exercise
of certain qualities such as thrift anidprud-
ence, and it is some indication of business
capacity and of stability of character,
without which few men mn this colony
have become possessed of property. It is
said that the man with £500 worth of
property may, notwithstanding his pro-
perty, be a narrow-minded and ignorant
fellow, with no political ability; btyou
forget that after all it is with the electors
to choose such a, man or not. The mere
possession of £500 worth of pro] erty
will not entitle any man to walk straight-
way into this House, and take his seat in
it. I freely admit that there is a danger
of its keeping out some good and worthy
men, here and there; but I believe, on
the other hand, that it will keep out
many men of a very different clams, and
of a very undesirable class to have legis-
lating in this colony. It would simply
open the door, as has already been said,
to needy political adventurers, who pos-

sessed no interest in the colony, beyond
their own interest, and whose very first
cry would be for payment for their ser.
nices--men who cannot afford to go into
politics except as a trade, and who would
simply come here for the sake of the
loaves and fishes, and doing a, little log.
rolling. We know there are men of that
class in the other colonies, and we shall
have them here. We must remember
that this bill has to be passed through
the Imperial Parliament, and receive the
approval of a Conservative Government;
and we must remember that this bill
has been already submitted to the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies, a Con-
servative Minister of a Conservative
Cabinet, and that if it is passed as it
has come back from him, it stands a
much better chance of emerging from
the ordeal of the British Parliament
and to become law. If we introduce too
many Radical ideas into this bill, and by
one sweep cast away all the Conservative

saeurs which it now contains, the
bill will be wrecked. Thelhon. member,
Sir Thomas Campbell, made use of one
argument, or one instance which, perhaps,
carried much weight, the other evening,
when speaking in support of the abolition
of property qualification. The hon. bar-
onet referred us to the fact that two very
able Premiers, and a very able Speaker in
the other colonies would not have been
able to enter Parliament had there been
this high property qualification in those
colonies. I presume the hon. baronet
meant that these three public men were
not the possessors of so much landed pro-
perty. But does he think for a moment
that if the possession of £500 worth of
landed property was necessary to qualify
for a seat in Parliament, these gentlemen
would not have been able to obtain that
qualification? I think it is absurd to
suppose so. Therefore I do not think
much of that argument, or that illustra-
tion. And the same reasoning applies
here. It is said that a man may be worth
thousands in hank shares, squatting pro-
perties, or other investments, but would
not be qualified to enter Parliament be-
cause he did not own £500 worth of free-
hold property. Does anyone mean to tell
me that there would be any difficulty in
that man obtaining the necessary freehold
qualification ? I think the argument is
an absurd one.
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Ms. HARPER. [ think I might start I think we should look at the expe-
what I have to say by making use of the rience of other countries in these mat-
old axiom of political morality which Itens, and see whether the possession of
teaches us that youn cannot make the landed property has operated there in
Legislature better thenl the country; the manner some hon. members desire it
which, I presume, means that the Par- should here, or expect it to do. I have
liament of any country represents the notj myself, found any evidence that it has;
people of that country. If so, it appears I am not aware that it has kept their Par-
to me that the establishment of all these liaments free from men of en inferior
so-called safeguards will only turn out to calibre. Nor do I suppose that any
be false safeguards. The Legislature of qualification, other than a moral one, will
the country must be what the people ever do so. Another argument we have
themselves choose to make it. The re- had against abolishing this property
marks of the bon. member for the North, qualification is that it would open the
who has just sat down, were strongly in door to needy men who would simply
favor of the retention of a property enter the House for the purpose of ma~k-
qualification; but, to my m:ind, the ing a6 living out of politics, by log-rolling
qualifications we ought to seek for in a one hon. member said. I think, if we
legislator are honesty, integrity, and look into the political history of those
ability; and how these are to be bound coutries where log-rollng most largely
up only in the possession of so much land prevails, end where it has been elevated
passes my comprehension. Those who into a profession almost-in America, for
have been successful in politics, goner- instance-we shall find that the most
ally, may be divided into several classes dangerous professors of the art of log-
and all of them more or less enthusiasts, rolling are not your needy men, but
-some of them enthusiasts in politics men of wealth, men of capital, who are
alone, some of them enthusiasts in tha still eager to increase their wealth, and
acquisition of money, and others en- who use others, of a low moral calibre, in
thusiasts in the acquisition of power. order to serve their own selfish ends.
But I think I may fairly say that the My own view of this question of propertyV
world owes more, not only in politics, qualification is that if we make provision
but also in science and in literature, to for ensuring that only decent respectable
men of humble means than to men of men shall have the right of electing
wealth. Several members have said that members-if we exclude the very dregs
if a man is not possessed of this quahfti- of society from that right-we mnay
cation he has no business to come to this safely entrust to these electors the choice
House,-that he ought to be earning a of representatives, without limiting them
livelihood for himself and those de- in that choice by any arbitrary line of
pendent on him That sounds very -well, isolation.
But I should like to point out that the Dct. M1ARMON: I thought, when I
mere possession of a. property qualifica- spoke a few words upon the introduction
tion of £50 a year is not enough to of this clause this evening, that the clause
enable a man to live independently upon. was one which was not likely to elicit
If that is the object, the possession of much discussion, in view of the threshing
£2500 worth of property would certainly which the subject had already received,
not make a man independent, without on a former occasion. 1, therefore, con-
some other source of income, and you fined my remarks within very narrow
could not say that that man was to- i ounds. Since then the debate has taken
gether independent of politics, or some- Ja wider turn; and I should like to
thing else, for a living. The hon. mem- I answer one or two remarks which have
ber for Kimberley appears to think that fallen in the course of that debate. The
if a man has not invested his money in hon. member for the North (Mr. Richard-
land he ought not to have a seat in this son) seems to indicate by his remarks
House. The hon. member argued that that it is only those who are in favor of
if ho had hisi money invested ine ships, a property qualification who are moved
his ships would take him away out of the by good intentions, an d who are paragons
colony. If so, I take it that man would of virtue and of all that is good. But I
no longer have. a, seat in this House. must resent that insinuation. I think
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those who advocate the abolition of this
qualification are actuated by equally vir-
tuous motives and intentions as the hon.
member himself, and, possibly, equally
capable of estimating the relative merit
of the two sides of the question. The
hon. member also seemed to imagine that
the possession of £50 a year would be an
absolute proof against log-rolling, and
work of that kind. The hon. member
surely cannot be serious. His own know-
ledge of the world, and of the teachings of
history, must satisfy him that log-rolling
is not confined to men of humble means.
Log-rolling, I take it, is resorted to by men
who lack moral qualities rather than by
those who simply lack a property qualifi-
cation. We know there are men possessed
of enormous wealth who are not proof
against it; and it is absurd to suggest
that the mere possession of a. £500 free-
hold would make men proof against these
things. 1 think we cannot do better
than look at the experience of other
countries in this matter. We know that
in the other colonies they do not regard a
property qualification as a proof of a. man's
capacity and fitness for a legislator. We
know they do not do so in the mother
country; and the hon. member for Plan-
tagenet made a serious error the other-day
when he said it is necessary for members
of the House of Commons to possess a.
freehold estate. It is nothing of the
kind, There is no such thing as a6
property qualification in the House of
Oommons.

MR. RICHARDSON- It takes some
thousands of pounds, though, to get in
there, through a contested election.

MR. MARMION: We know there are
men now in the House of Commons, and
men who are a credit even to that distin-
guished assembly, who have neither free-
hold nor much personal estate, who are
working men in fact. If not necessar
there, why should it be necessary here, in
a young country like this? Shall we not
'have property amply represented in te
Upper House, without also flooding the
lower House with it? I hope the corn-
mittee will carefully consider this ques-
tion, before going to a division. I hope
that by agreeing now to the moderate de-
mands of the people we may put an end
to further and more mischievous agita,
tion hereafter. If we do not, I am afraid
we shall regret it in the future.

Question put-that the words proposed
to be struck out stand part of the clause:

Committee divided, as follows--

Ayes ..
Noes ...

Majority f,
ArgS.

Mr. Congdon
Mr. Do Hama]
H3on, 3. porrest
Mr. A. Porreat
Mr. Lotcn
Mr. Morrison
Mr. Randell
Mr. Richardson
Mr. Shenton
Mr. Shell
Ben. Si r J. 0. Lee Steers. lit
Mr. Veun
Hon. C). N. Worton
Hon. Sir M. Eraer, X.O..

(rellc?.)

-r ... 14

Mr. Burt
Mr. Grant
Mr. Harper
Mr. Keane
Mr. Marmion
Mr. Paterson
Mr. Pealne
Mr. feson
Mr. Scott
Mr. Parker (Teller.)

The amendment was therefore niega-
tived.

'MR. DE HAMRL moved that the
following words be omitted from the
clause: "And shall have been possessed
of such estate for at least one year pre-
vious to his nomination or election." It
appeared to him unnecessary that, having
provided that a man should possess the ne-
cessary property qualition, th ey should
go further and insist that he shall have
been possessed of such qu alification for at
least twelve months prior to his election.
A man may have been in the colony for
years, and be thoroughly alive to its cir-
cumrstances and its requirements, but he
may not have been the possessor of a free-
hold estate; and, so long as he was pos-
sessed of that freehold qualification at the
time of his candidature, what more should
they require? It appeared to him an un-
necessary condition altogether, and one
that might operate very injuriously in
some cases. So long as a candidate abso-
lutely possessed the required qualification,
what did it matter whether he had ac-
quired it ten years ago, or ten weeks, or
ten dlays.

Amendment put, and negatived on the
voices.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 19, 20, 21, and 22:
Agreed to, sub silentzo.

Dir qyalifation far wembership of either House.
Clause 23.-"l No person shall be quali-

"fled to be a member of the Legislative
"Council or Legislative Assembly, if he:-
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"(i.) Be a member of the other
"House of the Legislature;
"or.

"(2.) Be a Judge of the Supreme
" Court; or,

"(3.) Be the Sheriff of Western
" Australia; or,

"(4.) Be a clergyman or minister of
" religion; or

"(5.) Be an undiseharged bankrupt
"or a debtor whose affairs
"are in course of liquidation
'or arrangement; or,

(6.) Has been in any part of Her
"1Majesty's domninions attaint-
'led or convicted of treason
"or felony: "

MRt. PEARSE moved that subsection
(6) be amended, by adding thereto the
words "1unless be have received a pardon,
or undergone the sentence passed upon
him." He found that a similar provision
existed in Tasmania; and that in none
of the colonies was there such a condi-
tion attached as was proposed in this
subsection as it now stood. He was not
awarte that such a provision even existed
in the Imperial Parliament. At any
rate, it appeared to him a cruei thing in
the case of a man who, perhaps, in his
early days, had committed some youthful
indiscretion, and repented of it all his
life, and become a good and respectable
citizen-he thought it very hard that
such a man should be for ever debarred
from qualifying for a seat in the House.

Amendment put, and negatived on the
voices.

Clause agreed to.

Prsons hokfing contracts for thte pubic service
shall be inapbe of being cleeted or sitting'

Clause 24.-" Any person who shall
"directly or indirectly, himself, or by any
"person whatsoever in trust for him, or,
"for his use or benefit, or on his account,
"undertake, execute, hold, or enjoy in the

"whole or in part any contr"a, agree-
"'merit, or commission made or entered
"into with, under, or from any person
"whatsoever, for or on account of the
"Government of the colony ;

"Or shall knowingly furnish or pro-
vide, in pursuance of any such

"contract, agreement, or corn-
"mission any money to be re-
" mitted abroad, or any goods
"whatsoever to be used or em.

" ployed in the service of the

" public;"And any member of any company,
"and any person holding any
"office or position in any corn-
"pany formed for the construc-
"tion of any railway or other

":public work, the paymnent for
"which, or the interest on the

"cost of which has been prom-
"ised or guaranteed by the
"Government of the colony;

"shall be incapable of being a member of
"the Legislative Council or Legislative
" Assembly during the time he shall exe-
"cute, hold, or enjoy any such contract,
" agreement, or commission, or office or
"position, or any part or share thereof, or

" any benefit or emolument arising from
"the same:

Question put-that -the clause stand
part of the bill.

Mn. A. FORREST: As no one seems to
rise, I wish to say a, few words. This is
a very important clause, and affects nearly
every member in this House. (Cries of
"No, no.") It affects a great number of
us at the present time, at any rate; and I
think it should he modified in some way.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
0. N. Warton) : Too late. The question
before the committee is that the clause
stand part of the bill.

M-n. A. FORREST: I think we ought
to make some distinction between con-
tractors and contractors. I think, it is
absurd to make this clause apply to every
man who has a small contract with the
Government. There are many good men
in country places with whom the Gov-
erment find it necessary to contract
for supplies and other small services, and
it seems hard that for the sake 'Sf £250 or
£100, or so, a man should be disqualified
from taking a seat in this House. If the
clause passes as it now stands it will be
impossible almost, in a small colony like
this, where so few men are able to devote
their time to politics, to find a sufficient
number of members, if we are going to
shut out every man who happens to have
a small contract with the Government to
supply a few tons of bay, or to build a
culvert, or some small job like that. It
strikes me there will be very few members
who won't be sailing pretty close to the
wind, sand ran the risk of a. heavy penalty;
for this clause says that if a man has any
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interest in a contract, directly or indi- "payment for which, or the interest on the
reetly, he is to be debarred from sitting "cost of which, has been promised or
in Parliament. A wan cannot become "guaranteed by the Government of the
surety for a contract under this clause "colony " shall be incapable of being a
without being disqualified. I hope some member. If you turnto Clause 26, it reads
hon. member more able than myself will as follows: " The'foregoing provisions
move an amendment. " shall not extend to any contract, agree-

THx ATTORNYEY GENERAL (Hon. " ment, or commission made, entered into,
C. N. Warton):. It is too late. You can " or accepted by any incorporated company
pass the clause, or you can strike it out, "1where such company consists of more
but you cannot amend it now. The "than twenty persons, and where such
question before the committee is, "that "contract, agreement, or commission is
the clause stand part of the bill." The "made, entered into, or accepted for the
hon. member should. have got up beore, "general benefit of such company, nor to
when the clause was read. "tany contract or agreement in respect of

Ma. A. FORREST: I am sorry for "any lease, license, or agreemenat in re-
that. I think it ought to be altered. It ":spect to the sale or occupation of Crown
will lead to a great deal of inconvenience, "lands." I should like to ask the At-
for the Government and everybody else; torney General what difference he puts
and it will be a great hardship to many between the words " incorporated com-
people, in country places especially. Who pany" in this clause, and the simple
is going to become surety or a guarantor word "company " in the second sub-
for any contract with the Government, if section of Clause 24, which I hare just
he is liable to be tripped up by this read. Clause 26 exempts contracts entered
clause? I am often asked to become into by any incorporated company, where
surety for people, and I believe my hon. such company consists of more than 20
friend the member for Toodyay, would be persons. So far as I an aware, every
disfranchised to-morrow if this clause company consisting of more than a certaoin
became law; and many other men the number of persons must be incorporated.
samte,-men whom we all would -wish to I should like the Attorney General to say
see in this House under any Constitution. how this 26th Clause kaffects the clause
I should like the Attorney General to now before the committee.
tell me whether a man who becomes a, THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
guarantor in the case of a railway con- C. N. Warton):- As the hon. member has
tract, or any otber public wrond not, asked me a question, though not strictly
under this clause, be debarred from taking in order, perhaps I had better answer hint
his seat in the House ? I think the only way is to regard Clause

THE ATTORNEY GENERA&L (lion. 26 as limiting the effect of Clause 24,
C. N. Warton) : The only question before and that any company not consisting of
the House now is, that the clause stand 20 persons comes within the operation of
part of the bill. Clause 24. If the contracting company

MRt. KEANTE: It was my intention to consists of more than 20 persons, then
have moved an anmendm'ent in this clause, Clause 26 applies. I may point out that
but, finding that the majority of members it will be open to hion. members, who
were against it, I did not think it was hare lost their chance of amending the
worth while to waste the time of the clause now before the committee, to see
Rouse with it. At the same time I whether they cannot devise some amend-
should like to ask the Attorney General meat in Clause 26 which would provide
for a little explanation, which I think all for~a smaller number than 20 being ex-
lion. members would like to get. I do empted.
not think, whatever his reply may be, it Mu. frIABMION: I cannot, myself,
will affect the hil; it will be simply 'recognise any distinction between con-
so much information. The second sub- tracts taken by persons who are paid by
section of the clause reads thus: "And debentures, and contracts taken by per-
" any member of any company, and any sons who are p aid in land. This clause
" person holding any office or position in appears to deal only with contractors who
"any company formed for the construction perform work " the payment for which,
"of any railway or other public work, the 4or the interest on the -cost of -which'"-
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meaning in mhoney), I presume-has
been promised or guaranteed by the
Government of the colony." I take it
this would not apply to a. contract under
a land grant system. I think if the con-
tractor in the fornmer ease is to be
debarred, the latter also ought to be
debarred. I certainly think an alteration
should be made in the second subsection
of this clause; but I understand we are
prevented from doing so now. On the
recommittal of the bill, I shall be pre-
pared to bring forward an amendment.

MR, LOTON thought some very strin-
gent law should be in existence excluding
large contractors, whether paid in money
or in land, from having a seat in Parlia-
ment. At the same time, he thought it
would be unwise to apply the same pro-
vision to small contractors, who agreed to
supply the Government with little neces-
saries for the public service, under the
head of annual supplies. Hle did not
know whether it would be possible to
distinguish between the two classes of
contractors.

Clause put and passed.

Any Member accepting a contract, or continuing
to hoi any contract after the commencement of
the neat session, heis seat saU be void.

Clause 25.-"1 If any person, being
"member of the Legislative Couni or

"Legislative Assembly, shall directly or
"1indirectly, himself, or by any person
"whatsoever in trust for him, or for his
"use or benefit, or on his account enter
"into, accept, or agree for, undertake or
execute, in the whole or in part, any
"such contract, agreement, or commission
"as aforesaid, or if any person being
"a member of the said Counoil or
"Assembly, and having already entered
"into any such contract, agreement, or
"commission, or any part or share of any
"such contract, agreement, oreommission,
"by himself, or by any other person
"whatsoever in trust for him, or for his
"use or benefit, or upon his account, shall
"after the commencement of the next Ses-
"sion of the Legislature, continue to.
hold, execute, or enjoy the sadme, or

"any part thereof, the seat of every such
"member shall be void. Provided that
"nothing in this or the last preceding
"section shall extend to persons contri-
"buting towards any loan for public pur-
poses heretofore or hereafter raised by

"the colony, or to the holders of .any
"bends issued for the purpose of any
"such loan:-"
M. MARMION said he noticed that

this clause provided that if a member of
the House who bad already entered into
a contract during the recess, continued to
have any interest in the contract after the
commencement of the next session, his
seat should become void. It appeared to
him that, according to this clause, if a
member entered into a, contract during
the currency of a session, he would not
be affected by it. The clause was some-
what ambiguous, he thought.

Tnm Hon. Six J . G. LEE STEERE
said he could not help thinking that
under the clause as worded a member of
the Legislature might enter into a con-
tract with the Government between two
sessions, and still retain his seat. it
might be a very large contract, extending
over some months, and there might be
no session of the Legislature intervening.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said if the committee
-would consent to report progress he
would give the clause his consideration,
and also see whether some amendment in
the direction indicated by the hon. mem-
ber for Perth (Mr. Keane) might not be
made in the next following clause.

Progress reported.

The House adjourned at ten minutes
past ten o'clock, p.m.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,
Monday, 25th March, 1889.

Message (No. 3): Defence of Premantie: offer of Ire.
perial Government-Message (No. 43) :flefenee of

King George's Sound: Recent correspondence with
the Secretary of State for the Colonies-Miessage
(No. 53 flHe lig to Address vs wire for Telegraph
Line from beby to Wyndhsm-Penions (Sche-
dule D. Constitution B 3 -conveance of boring
plant to Tilgarn-M1essrs. 0. &E. Miler's Torbay
niiayF!, prpTale: referred to a select comnmittee--
Constitution ]Bil: in commnittee-Adjonnrament.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
seven o'clock, p.m.
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