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might desire to refer it toa select com-
mittee; but, before that was done, he
hoped they should have an opportunity
of further discussing it. It dealt with
very technical matters, and he thought
the legal and non-legal members of the
House would desire some lLittle time to
consider it.

Mr, MARMION thought the bill
would prove a most useful measure; and,
as to the necessity for it, he might say
that, having been for some years con-
nected with insurance companies, he was
aware thiere had been a desire on the part
of the companies and of many others that
a bill of this kind should be introduced.
He would suggest, however, that the bill
gshould be referred to a select committee,
so that its provisions might receive the
consideration which their importance de-
manded. The hon. member for Green-
ough said it would interfere with the
rights of creditors. It might have done
go if its provisions were retrospective;
but they were not so, and in future no
one would look ata policy of life assurance
as an available asset. With reference to
the statement that it only dealt with
small policies, he would draw attention
to the fact that no matter how large the
amount of a policy might be—if a man’s
life were assured to the extent of £10,000
—only £1,000 would be available for the
family of the deceased, according to this
bill, so that the remainder would not be
protected in any way, as against ereditors,
or anyone else who had a claim upon it.
If the bill were referred to a select com-
mittee, possibly its provisions wight be
extended considerably, and the bill prove
correspondingly beneficial in the interests
of the general community.

Mr. PAREER thought the measure
would prove a very useful measure in
promoting thrift amongst those who were
well able to pay for the insurance of
their lives, but who perbaps did not do
g0 now, because their policies were not
protected as against their creditors. He
thought the Dbill would also tend to pro-
mote the business of insurance companies
largely, if they were in a position to point
out to persons in moderate circumstances
that in the event of their becoming bank-
rupt, or their property being seized in
execution, their policies would be reserved
for the benefit of their widows or families.
At the same time he thought with the

hon. member for the (reenough that it
would be a considerable interference with
the right of creditors. But he had had
some experience in bankruptey matters;
and, so far as he remembered, creditors
had seldom or ever gained very much
from a man’s life policy. Debtors as a
tule, he thought, were very long-lived
people, and he did not recollect a solitary
ingtance of a policy Lringing any profit
to a creditor. As a rule they were al-
lowed to lapse through non-payment of
the preminms, and were of no use or
benefit to the family or anybody else. In
any case the bill would only affect the
rights of creditors to the extent of the
surrender value of a policy of £1,000;
and he thought the benefit to the com-
munity a4 large, by the increased business
which it would give rise to as regards
life insurance, would more than counter-
balance any hardship it might inflict on
creditors.

The motion for the second reading was
then put and carried, on the voices; and,
upon the motion of Mr. Randell, the bill
was referred to a select committee, con-
sisting of Mr. J. C. H. James, Mr. Hens-
man, Mr. A. Forrest, Mr. Marmion, and
the mover.

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

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,
Wednesday, 6th July, 1887,

Construction of Road from Front Flats to Railwny
l'me—LodEEng Allowance for Medieal Officers in
country districts—Bunbury ERailway Bill: firat
reading—Tnbleallownnce for Public Officers residing
in the Tropics—Responsible Government: motion
for adoption of—Pearl Shel) Fishery Regulntion
Acts Awnendipent Bill: first rending—Adjournment.

Tee SPEAKER took the Chair at
seven o’clock, p.m.

PrayERs.
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ROAD FROM FRONT FLATS TO
RATLWAY LINE.

Me. HENSMAN, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of
Railways—

1. Whether it was not desirable that a
macadamised road should be made from
the Front Flats over the range which
separates them from the Geraldton.
Greenough reilway, and that further
landings or platforms on the railway,
with good approaches thereto, should also
be made.

2. Whether the Government was pre-
pared to take the necessary steps for
the carrying out of these works.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. A, Wright) replied:
A wacadamised road connecting the
Greenough Front Flats with the railway
is desirable. Sosoon as the bast line for
such a road has been determined and
the funds provided, the road can be made.
The Government will communicate with
the Roads Board on the subject. Should
the trafic render additional platforms
necessary, the matter will be considered.

LODGING ALLOWANCE FOR MEDICAL
OFFICERS IN COUNTRY DISTRICTS.

Mr. SHENTON, in accordance with
notice, moved that an humble address
be presented to His Excellency the
Governor, praying that he will be pleased
to place on the Supplementary Estim-
ates for 1887 a sum sufficient to provide
lodging allowances for those Medical
Officers in country districts who, at the
present time, are not provided with
quarters. The hon. member said he
believed he was correct in saying that
there were only two officers at present in
that position, one at Northam and the
other at Greenough. In other districts
they either had quarters provided for
them or else they received a money
allowance in lieu of quarters. The
proposed additional expense would only
be £30 for Northam and £30 for Green-
ough. Considering the comparatively
small practice which these medical officers
had in small country places, and that
their salary was only £100 a year, it
it must be admitted they did not enjoy
anything like the same emoluments as
those medical officers who were stationed
in more populous districts, where the

practice was large ; and he thought it was
only right that these country practition-
ers should have a small lodging allow-
ance to make up their salaries.

Mz, SCOTT bhad much pleasure in
seconding the motion ; and, in doing so,
he might say that he was once a district
medical officer himself, and stationed at
the Greenmough. The district no doubt
required a medical officer just ns much as
Northamw did. The people were not very
wealthy people, and they could not afford
to get a doctor from a distance. As the
hon, member for Toodyay had remarked,
medical officers in more populous places,
where the practice was more lucrative,
enjoyed the privilege of hnving free
quarters or a lodging allowance. It might
be argied that these country medical
officers had only to wait their time to be
advanced to a better appointment ; but he
knew—and the Government, he was sure,
must know—that these better appoint-
ments were bought and sold to gentlemen
outside the service. [Mr. SwoLrn: That
is slavery,—Gribble.] " In justice to the
settlers of the district, it was only fair
that their medical officer should be placed
on apar with those who resided in more
popwlous centres, as regards having a
lodging allowance granted to them.

Caprarty FAWCETT said the hon.
member for Newcastle was under a mis-
apprehension when he said there were
only two medical officors who were not
provided with a residence or with a lodg-
ing allowance. The medical officer of the
Murray district received no allowance.
He hoped the House would agree to this
address, and that all these country officers
would be allowed the small pittance
asked for them, to provide them with a
decent residence.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) said the hon. member
who had brought forward the motion was
under a misapprehension altogether as to
there being only two of these medical
officers, Northam and Greenough, who
were not in receipt of a lodging allowance
or quarters. Neither at Albany, nor
Busselton—

Mg, SHENTON : Those are not coun-
try districts, like Northam and Green-
ough.

'%HE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hen.
Sir M. Fraser), continuing, said neither
at Albany, nor Busselton, nor Bun-
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bury, nor Pinjarrah, nor Carnarvon,
nor Wyndham did the resident medical
officer veceive a lodging allowance. The
House would be departing altogether
from the traditions of the past if it were
to affirm the proposal to grant a lodging
allowance or to provide quarters for these
medical officers, as an addition to their
salary. Although there were some medi-
cal officers who were in possession of
quarters, these gentlemen might be said
to have a kind of vested interest in them ;
they were the relics of Imperial convict-
ism, and he thought the House should
pause and ponder before it affirmed the
principle involved in the wmotion now
before it.

Mr. SHENTON pointed out that the
medical officer at Carnarvon received a
salary of £250 a year; that at Pinjarrah
the medical officer, in addition to his
salary as such, received £150 a year as
Resident Magistrate; and that at Bun-
bury the medical officer received 2 salary
of £100 as visiting magistrate for the
Blackwood ; so that there was no analogy
between the position of these officers and
the position of the medical officors ot
Northam and Greenough, with their bare
£100 a year salary.

Mr. LAYMAN zapported the motion,
and did so, he said, with very great
pleasure. He thought the hon. member
for Toodyay deserved the thanks of these
country districts for bringing the matter
forward. At the same time he was quite
sure there were other country districts
besides Northam and Greenough where
the medical officers were not provided
with guarters nor lodging allowance.
He remembered that, when this question
was brought, before the House last, the
then Acting Colonial Secretary said it
was simply the result of accident that
gome of the Resident Magistrates had
quarters and others had not. He thought
that was unfair towards those who were
left cut in the cold. The same remark
applied to these medical officers. He
thought they all ought to be treated
alike, and that, if any favor was to be
shown, it ought to he towards those who
were stationed in these outlying country
districts.

Mr. MARMION could not help think-
ing that this was not & period when they
should e asked, by what he might call
a side wind, to increase the salaries of

resident medical officers throughout the
colony. They heard from the Colonial
Seeretary the other evening that the time
had arived when a policy of caution
should De ingtituted as regards the
expenditure of public money. He did
not think that in any of the other Aus-
tralian colonies medical officers received
ald from the Government; and the
practice here had been handed down to
us under the old system that was in
vogue years ago, when medical officers
received salaries from the Grovernment in
consideration of their attending the
convict depfts. Those institutions no
longer existed, and the population of the
country districts had mcreased consider-
ably since those days; and it did seem
somewhat strange that they should be
asked to perpetuate a system that was
only introduced when the coleny was in
different circumstances altogether —a
system which he ventured to think was
not in existence in any of the other
colonies.

Me. LOTON said he regretted to some
extent that be was unable to support the
motion. At this stage of the history of
Western Australia, when there were a
number of advocates for an advance being
made in the direction of self-government,
and in the direction of taking additional
burdens upen our shoulders, he thought
1t was rather late in the day to move in
the direction indicated by this address.
He thought the hon, member for Fre-
mantle was right as to the other colo-
nies to this extent: residents in country
districts in most of the other colonies—
he could speak of Victoria—had to assist
themselves. They established District
Councils, who contributed so much ; but
that contribution came from the people
in the district. He thought it was time
we in this colony recognised that country
districts should do more for themselves
than they had done.

Mr. HENSMAN had much pleasure
in supporting the motion. It was said
it was an old-fashioned system, and that
it was not in aceordance with the rules
of political economy. There were many
things in a country like this which were
not strictly in accordance with the rules
that governed more densely populated
countries. If country districts in a colony
like this had Dbeen deprived of this assist-
ance, he thought settlement would have
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been very much retarded. At all events
the system did prevail, and the object of
the motion was to endeavor, if possible,
to equalise the payments made to these
medical officers; and, inasmuch as the
practice did exist of paying these officers
out of public funds, he hoped the House
would do all it could to make the system
work fairly in different parts of the
colony. For his own part he should not
oppose similar requests from other dis-
tricts, so that their medieal officers might
have decent places to live in, and so as to
tempt good men to take the position.
Unless we did tempt these medical men
to go into these country places, we could
not expect settlers to go there, when they
found there was no doctor within the
reach of their families. He did not say
it was right according to the doctrines of
Adam Smith or of any other political
economist; but, in a sparsely populated
country like this he thought political
economy must very often give way to
practical common sense. It had been
suggested that the Vasse District should
receive the same assistance as Northam
and Greenough. He had no objection.
It was only a guestion of £30 a year,
divided between three districts — Nor-
tham, Greenough, and the Vasse. The
amount was a very small one, when they
considered the large sums spent on
some residences to make people happy,
and even give them amusements. For his
own part, he thought that, in any part of
the world, health was of the first import-
ance, and nothing could be put before
the comimittee more deserving of support
than a proposal which might induce quali-
fied medical men to settle in these out-
lying distriets, within reasonable distance
of the families of the settlers. He hoped
the committee wounld see fit to pass the
motion, for it appeared to him it would
be money well spent. It was certain that
on this occasion none of them could have
any personal feeling in the matter.

Me. CONGDON regretted that the
resolution was ene which to his mind was
not deserving of suppert. He did not
look upon it as an attempt, by a side
wind, to increase the salaries of these
officers, but he thought, with the hon.
member for Fremantle, that at this
period in the history of the colony it was
undesirable to pledge the revenue of the
colony any further in this direction.

Mr. SHENTON said that, by leave
of the Homse, he would withdraw the
motion, for the present, until the Esti-
mates were laid on the table.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn,

BUNBURY RAILWAY BILL.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. A, Wright) moved the
first reading of a bill to authorise the
construction of the Bunbury Ratlway.

Motion agreed to.
Bill read o first time.

TABLE ALLOWANCE FOR PUBLIC
OFFICERS IN THE TROFICS.

Me. A. FORREST, in accordance with
notice, moved that an humble address he
presented to His Excellency the Governor,
praying that he would be pleased to place
on the Estimates for 1888 a sum suffi-
cient to allow a table allowance for public
officers residing in the tropics,—that was
to say, North of the 19° 30 parallel of
latitude ; such sum to be equal to fen per
cent. on the amount of salary drawn.
The hon. member said that in moving
this address he was guided by his own
practical experience of the climate of the
tropics. They found men of good health
going up to the North, and what did they
see when these same men came back
again, after a short residence in the
trying climate of that part of the colony ?
They came down wrecks. He did not
include Resident Magistrates, who were
fairly well paid, but the clerks, the
Customs officers, the police, and those
employed in the lower grades of the
serviee. It was hardly possible for these
men to live on their salaries in such a
climate. All he asked the House was to
vote 2 sum equal to ten per cent. of their
salaries. He had calculated the number
of officers who would benefit by the pro-
posed allowance, and he estimated it
would not take more than £3500 to carry
out the proposal. He trusted hon. mem-
bers would give their support to the
resolution, ard do justice to a deserving
class of men, who were living in great
discomfort, away from all the enjoyments
of civilisation.

Mzr. HENSMAN, without comment,
seconded the address.
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Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) said that, for the in-
formation of the House, he might state
that the officers appointed to the Northern
part of the colony regarded their appoint-
ments in the light of promotion. With
regard to the police, they already had an
additional allowance in the Northern dis-
trict, and he believed it was the intention
of the Commissioner to ask that a similar
allowance be given to some of those who
had not had an equivalent in the Kim-
berley distriet. With regard to the other
officers referred to, he hoped hon. mem-
bers would pause before they agreed to
ask His Excelleney to do what this address
contemplated. These officers accepted
their position well knowing the nature of
the climate they were going to; and, for
his own part, he saw no reasonable
ground for asking for this wholesale
addition to their salaries. He hoped the
hon. member would see the appropriate-
ness of not pressing his address.

Mr. SHOLL sad it was not his in-
tention to support the motion, because
he thought it would be a very bad prin-
ciple to mtroduce. They knew perfectly
well that these officers who went up to
the Kimberley district were already very
well paid indeed, and very well provided
with house allowance. He thought that,
g0 far as the Government were concerned,
they had been lavish over the comfort of
their officers in the Kimberley district.
If the House were to adopt this step in
the case of these officers, he should him-
self come forward with an address asking
the Government to place an amount on
the Estimates for table allowance for the
Resident Magistrate at Carnarvon; the
hon. member for the North would pro-
bably do the same in the case of the
Government Resident at Roebourne; and
g0 on, They did not know where they
were going to end. If hon. members
took their memory back to the early days
of the North, when the (Government
officers had to live in tents and “rough
it,” they would not think public officers
in these days were badly treated. On
the contrary, they were luxuriously
treated compared with those who went
to the district in the early days of the
setlement. They must consider it was
not old officers who went up there, but
young officers, who considered it a pro-
motion; and he did not see why this

privilege and boon should be extended
to them, and not to officers in other
parts of the colony.

The motion was then put, and nega-
tived on the voices.

RESPONSIBLE GOVERNMENT : MOTION
FOR ADOPTION OPF.

Mg. PARKER rose to move the reso-
lution standing in his name, affirming the
desirability of the adoption of Responsible
Government. The hon. member said
they would perhaps permit him to express
his gratitude to the members of the party
whom he represented for their having
chosen him to be their moulhpiece on
that occasion. On previous occasions he
had moved similar resolutions, but never
before as the mouthpiece of a party.
When moving a similar resolution in past
sassions, he had done so simply as a sort
of free-lance,—though he had et with a
congiderable amount of support. On
this occasion he appeared there on behalf
of, and moved the resclution on behalf of,
a united party, who were determined to
act in harmony until they had carried
the matter to a successful issue—who
were determined to stand unitedly until
they saw the privilege of self-government
hestowed upon the colony. It was ob-
vious that the question which his motion
involved resolved itself into two divisions.
The first thing to be considered was this,
“Is Responsible Government desirable
for the colony; is it a form of Govern-
ment which we think preferable to the
Constitution which is new in force in this
colony?”’  Tf they answered that question
in the affirmative, the next question to
which they had to devote their minds was
this, “ Has the time arrived whenitisdesir-
able that the colony of Western Australia
gshould take upon itself Responsible Gov-
ernment; is the colony qualified to govern
itself 7" As to the first question, he did
not think that at this period it was neces-
sary for him to say very much, because it
had heen admitted, not only in the
debates in that House, but also m de-

spatches sent by the Secretary of State
‘o the Governor, and also by the various
1 Governors of the colony, that Responsible
'Government in itself was most desirable.
He need only refer hon. members to a de-
 spatch that was addressed by the Secre-
tary of State to the Governor of the
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colony in the year 1874. Lord Carnarvon,
who then occupied the pusitivn of Her
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the
Colonies, in addressing Governor Robin-
son, said :—*It is, I hope, quite unneces-
sary for me to say that, in these remarks,
Tam and can be actuated by no feeling
of indisposition towards those principles
of Responsible Gtovernment which have
had full play elsewhere on the Australian
continent and have reproduced the free
institutions of the mother country in no
unworthy form. Those institutions are
the proper and desirable end to which
the colony tends, at which it must in
tite arrive, and towards which all these,
whether there or at home, who are con-
cerned in the administration of its affairs
ought to direct their measures. The
question in my opinion is merely one of
time, and as soon as it can be shown that
by population, revenue, and the other con-
ditions of self-government, the colony is
qualified for the change, no one will wel-
come that change more cordially than
myself.” They found, therefore, so long
back as 1870, the Secretary of State
recognising that the present Constitution
was a mere stepping-stone to those freer
institutions to which Englishmen locoked
as their birthright. He found that in
1875, by a resolution adopted in that
House by a very large majority indeed,
these words were placed upon the records
of the journals of that House :—* At the
time when the present modified form of
representative government was inftro-
duced, His Excellency Governor Weld
fairly warned the eolonists that it was
the first step towards a system of minis-
terial responsibility, and that day by day
they (the members of that House) would
realise the necessity for work, for self-
reliance and self-sacrifice—principles on
which they are fully prepared to act.”
A resolution was also placed upon the
records of the House in the following
words :—* The members of this Council,
from the date when the present Consti-
tution was inaugurated in 1870, have
steadily looked forward to the time when
the colomists would be permitted to as-
swne full power in the regulation and
management of their local transactions—
they have, as it were, heen educating to
this end; and, fully alive to the import-
ance of the change they seek, they have
sought it with a deep sense of the re-

sponsibility devolving upon them, and in
tho full belief that the change is ane that
will be beneficial to the interests of the
colony and its inhabitants.” So far back
as 1870, therefore, they had the Secretary
of State inculcating upon the colonists
that the present Constitution was a. mere
stepping-stone to Responsible Govern-
ment,  In 1875 they found the Legis-
lature endorsing the remarks of Lord
Carnarvon, aud recogmising that the
present Constitution was merely prepara-
tory to a change of Government, und that
it was the duty of the colonists and the
Legislature to educate themselves so as to
fit- themselves to take the whole manage-
ment of the colony upon their own
shoulders. Years had now elapsed since
these resolutions were passed, and he
thought he might say that the colonists
had been educating themsclves, and the
members of that House had been edu-
cating themselves; and, he might safely
add, they were now qualified to take upon
themselves the management of their own
affairs. ‘When he said they were now
qualified to take upon themselves the
management of their own affairs, he
meant that they had men who were
50 comversant with public matters, who
had devoted so much time and attention
to public matters, and who had taken
such a deep interest in the coleny, that
they were fully gqualified to manage, and
entirely take upon themselves the manage-
ment of the colony. Speaking as fo the
question of the desirability of self-govern-
ment, he found by the records of the
House that the honorable member for
Fremantle, who had never, he regretted
to say, voted for self-government since
1875, had always expressed himself as
being fully in accord with the principle
of self-government. The argument of
that hon. member had been, not that he
was opposed to the principle of self-
government, but that the time for its
adoption had not arrived. On one
occasion that hon. gentleman had argued
that the colony was passing through a
crisis, and that in consequence of this it
would be better to postpone the change
of Government to a future occasion. He
found also that the hon. the senior mem-
ber for Western Australia (3Mr. Randell)
had on several occasions In the same
manner cxpressed himself entirely in
favor of the principle of scli-government.
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In looking round that House, he could

not see any honorable member who would
controvert the proposition that self-gov-
crnment in itself was a most desirable
thing. Therefore, to now go into such a
question as self-government, and debate
on the necessity for their enjoying those
free institutions and the liberty they
should enjoy uhnder them, appeared to
him to be obviously unnecessary. He
should, therefore, in the remarks he was
about to make, take it for granted that
the principle of self-government was ap-
proved of by all members of that House.
They came now to the question, *Is the
colony qualified for the change?” In
the remarks that he had read from Lord
Carnarvon in 1870, it was pointed out
that when the colony was qualified by
population, by revenue and other con-
ditions, then it would be desirable for it
to take upon itself a new Constitution.
As to the question of population, sinece
the present Constitution had been in force
the population had very largely increased.
He presumed that they might take it
that the population was somewhat over
forty thousand, if not forty-five thousand.
The Colonial Secretary had mentioned
the figures as 40,000, but he (Mr. Par-
ker) did not know whether the inhabit-
ants of the Kimberley district and the
pearlers were included. Forty thousand
did not appear a large population as
compared with that of the mother coun-
try, or even of many of the towns in
the mother country. It, no doubt,
scemed a small number, but he found
that when Queensland adopted self-
government, its population was not
anything like 40,000, being only about
20,000. Baut, in considering the ques-
tion of population, they must not be
guided by the smallness of the numbers—
they must look at the component parts
of that population. They must examine
the people comprised in that population,
and judge whether from them could be
obtained a sufficient number of men, not
ouly to carry on the Government of the
colony, but also a sufficient number to
form a proper Opposition to the Govern-
ment for the time being—an Opposition
capable and ready to take office when the
proper time arrived. They found that
though the population of Queensland
was considerably less than that of West-
ern Australia when she undertook the
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i change, she had progressed remarkably

under self-government. He believed that
up to the present time, Queensland had
progressed in as remarkable a manner as
any of the Australian colonies; and,
therefore, taking population as a eri-
terion, there could be noe reason why
40,000 in Western Australia should not
be us eapable of carrying on this system
of government as 29,000 in Queensland.
The next question was that of revenue,
The revenue of the colony was in a very
different position to-day to what it was
in 1875, when that House almost unani-
mously passed a resolution in favor of
self-government. At that time, with the
small revenue of about £150,000, if not
less, hon., members thought they were
quite competent and able to carry on
self-government: even with their small
revenue, they considered it was time to
get away from the leading strings of
the mother country. But what was
the revenue now ? It was more thun
£400,000 a year. Surely that was suffi-
cient to enable them to teel quite safe in
embarking in the new Constitution. He
did not know whether when writing upon
the subject of Responsible (tovernment
for this colony, in talking into consider-
ation the question of revenue, Lord Car-
narvon referred to the fact that the
change might cast additional burdens
upon the people. At that time the
colony was receiving several thousands a
year from the mother country, and it
was likely that Lord Carnarvon, looking
at the small revenue, at the additional
bLurdens to be cast upon it, and at the
fact that the Imperial expenditure would
stop, thought that the colony could not
afford the change. But the condition of
affairs had completely altered since then.
They might take it that for all practical
purposes the only loss they should sus-
tain would be in having to pay another
£1,800 a year to the Governor’s salary.
They would have to pay certain pensions,
and, he might say, there would be the
additional cost of two houses of parlia-
ment and perhaps the additional cost of
permanent heads of departments. Tak-
ing all these matters into consideration,
he estimated that the whole additional
cost of self-government would be a sum
of about £5,000 a year. These figures
he might say had been arrived at also by a
gentlemnun who was not of his way of
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thinking,

cerned, they were quite ready to take
upon themselves that additional ecost.

Five thousand pounds was not a large-

sum. Some hon. members might say,

“Why spend this £5,000 ?—we are satis-

fied to remamn as weare”” If any hon.

gentleman thought that Responsible’

Government would not be worth five
thousand pounds a year to the colony,
then let him vote agamstit. He brought
forward the resolution that evening in
the full belief that Responsible Govern-
ment would mean such an increase to the
prosperity of the colony at large that the
sum of five thousand pounds a year
would be a mere bagatelle to the benefits
that would arise from its adoption.
Another condition — and a condition
which perhaps was aimed at by Lord
Carnarvon in his despatch — was that
they should have the men fit, able and
willing to carry on the Government of
the colony. It had been remarked—and
on many occasions—that they would not
be able to find these men. When he
looked round that House, and when he
saw there a number of gentlemen who
gave up their time to the interests of the
country without any goal in view—ex-
cept that of sitting on that side of the
House without chance of place or power
-—could they for a moment believe that
those gentlemen would not take the same
interest, or even a still greater interest
in public affairs, when they might have
the ambition aroused of sitting in the
seats of the hon. gentlemen opposite,
and when they might have the chance
also of using their powers to promote the
progress of the colony, in the manner
they might thiok desirable. And were
there not also many men who had passed
through the ranks of that House, and
who were only waiting for self-govern-
ment to try and again take a position
there—many men who had become weary
of the monotony of the present Constitu-
tion—who having arrived at the goal of
their ambition under the present Consti-
tution, without any chance of the sweets
of office, without anv chance of power or
place, had become tired of the political
life and retired from it. Were these
men not waiting to come forward again
under the new Constitution ? He could

Taking that sum of £5,000
out, of £400,000, it did not appear large. -
So far as revenue, therefore, was con-

name several gentlemen who had retired
from representing constitnencies under
the present Constitution hecause they
had become apathetie, hecause they saw
they had arrived at the top of the tree
under the present Constitution and were
unable to go further. Lacking, as it did,
the strife of party Government—that
strife which tended to give that interest
in public affairs which was wanting in a
great measure in that House—they had
become sick and tirved of the House, and
their place knew them no morve. Were
there not many men in Perth, in Fre.
, mantle,in the country districts who looked

= upon the House as a farce—or rather asa

playing at Government, and under those

, circumstances had refused to come for-

lward, but who would take an active
! interest in public affairs when self-govern.
ment was adopted? And, again, the
gentlemen who sat opposite were not, he
trusted, going to leave them. He hoped
under the new Constitution to see the
Colonial Secretary and his colleagues con-
testing seats in the colony, and taking
their places either on the Opposition or
on the other side. The members of the
Reform party trusted, at any rate, that
they should still have the benefit of the
advice of the gentlemen opposite. In ad-
vocating that change, he did not say they
were going to intreduce a Constitution
which would please everybody. He did
not pretend to say that they should not
make mistakes, or that the adoption of
- self-government would make us progress
at a more rapid rate than al present;
'but it would do a great deal towards
t ereating an interest in public affairs,
which would tend to advance the colony.
At the present time, elected and electors
" were apathetic, while he had no doubt
_that the Colonial Secretary would be a
: ten times better man than he was at pre-
sent if he were the leader of a majority
'in a purely representative House under
Responsible Government. There was no
incentive to evergy or ambition in the
present House, and it certainly did not
stand forth as an object for the aspira-
tions of the young. On previous occasions
it had been put forward against the adop-
tion of a motion in favor of Responsible
Government that the country was passing
through a financial crisis; that it would
be a pity to disturb the harmony that
existed Letween the Government and the
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House, or that, as the colony wished to
borrow money, the time was inconvenient.
‘Well, he thought that a time of harmony,
a time when no great public question was
agitating the public mind, was just the
time to bring forward this proposal. As
to loans, there was no reason why they
should not borrow money to construct the
harbor works at Fremantle, and still
adopt the motion before the House. He
did not suppose that if they adopted
Rosponsible Government they should not
be able to borrow money as readily as at
present. The other colonies could bor-
row more readily, and at better rates than
we did. It had never been found that
the London market was ruled by the
question whether the colony was a Crown
colony or a colony under self-government.
Our loans were not guaranteed by the
Home Government; they were given
simply on the faith of the colony,
and the colony could still borrow
though the motion standing in his
name might be adopted. As to se-
paration, he had to say that he advo-
cated Responsible Government for the
whole of the colony. He did not advocate
Responsible Government for a portion of
the colony, and they were enfitled to it
for the whole colony. By the Imperial
statutes by which our present Constitu-
tion existed, they had the right at any
time they thought proper to pass an Act
taking upon themselves self-government;
and there was no mention in those Acts
of any division of the colony. They had
the right to take upon themselves self-gov-
ernment for the whole of Western Aus-
tralia. The Imperial Government had
no right to divide the colony unless they
passed an Tmperial statute enabling them
to do so; and if North and South were
bound together and ready to adopt
Responsible Government, it was scarcely
likely that the Imperial Government
would go the length of introducing a bill
inte the Imperial Parliament to divide
the colony against the will of the inhabat-
ants, He thought there was no fear of
the colony being divided, and, notwith-
standing the remarks in His Excellency
the Governor’s speech, he unhesitatingly
said that in the despatch addressed by
Sir Henry Holland to the Governor, the
meaning of Lord Derby’s despatch was
misunderstood. Lord Derby in that
despatch had merely intimated that, in

his opinion, the different conditions of
the North and South would before long,
after the adoption of Responsible Govern-
ment, lead to the cry for separation in the
North, and that, in these circumstances,
the Secretary of State thought it would
be undesirable to give the colony the
entire control of the Crown lands of the
North. He intimated by that, that if
there was a, strong cry for separation in
the North, the Gtovernment, by retaining
the control of the Crown lands, would be
able to divide the colony and endow these
Crown lands upon the new colony. But
Lord Derby never said that the condition
under which they should obtain what
they asked for was separation of the
North from the SBouth. He had seen in
one of the public newspapers only re.
cently a letter in which it was stated that
the delegates of this colony to the Con-
ference had had interviews with the
Colonial Office officials as to this question.
They had gathered from the officials that
so long as the North of the colony was
governed judiciously and wisely, and
there was no outery for separation, the
Home Government wonld not interfere;
in fact that they did not desire to establish
another Crown colony in Western Aus-
tralia when the desire was that we should
work together as a whole—but that
the Home Government would reserve cer-
tain rights in case the cry for separation
should arise. They had present that
night several gentlemen who represented
the northern constituencies and he
thought they would say that the northern
portion did not desire separation, that
this cry for separation did not exist in
the North, that the inhabitants of the
North abhorred the idea of existing as a
Crown colony. If they worked together,
if they were united and went as one
body to the Secretary of State and say
“ We desire self-government for Western
Australia as & whole,” he unhesitatingly
said they would get it. He begged to
move his resolution, as follows:—*That
in the opinion of this Council the time
has arrived when the Exccutive should
be made responsible to the Legislature of
the colony. 2. And that it is further
the opinion of the Council that Western
Australia should remain onre and un-
divided under the new Constitution.”
Mr. McRAE said a question had been
raised in conncction with the subject
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before the House which demanded a few | left of the members present when that first
remarks from him, as being the oldest! reselution was moved, At that time he
member in the House representing the ' and the hon. member for Fremantle, and
North District. He referred to the ques-: Mr, Burt, and Mr. Maitland Brown used
tion of separation of the North from the | to be called Governor Weld's “boys,”
South, in the event of the colony taling ' having just been introduced into the
upon itself the management of its own political world as the nominees of that dis-
affairs. In answer to that question he tinguished colonial statesman. At that
could safely say that the further they | time the hon. member for Fremantle and
went North the more genuine—he said ' himself tock opposite sides on the question
the more genuine—became the desire for of Responsible Gtovernment from that
Responsible Government. The residents which they had taken in subsequent
of that district, he was confident, would | years; and they had been twitted very
strongly object to go back to the old 'often on that subject—good-naturedly
order of things, under a Crown colony; in that House, but sometimes rather
and, for his own part, he did not expect ; viciously elsewhere—upon their incon-
for a moment that the Home Government | sistency. They did not care much for
would foree anything so unreasonable ; that, but there were things that had been
upon them, or anything that would cause » snid outside that House—things of a
_s0 much trouble and annoyance to them- , personal and very improper character—
selves. What the North would probably | one of which he thought it desirable he
desire was that when the Constitution | should here deal with. It had hbeen
Bill was drawn out, a clause should be | frequently said that those who opposed
inserted in the Bill empowering the | the change were not guided by their own
Tmperial Parliament to approve or other- | convictions, but were moved by what had
wise any legislation framed by the Colo- | been termed “Government House™ in-
nial Legislature affecting the future land | luence, which, it was said, had a great
laws in their application to Northern | deal to do with the length of time it had
lands; and providing that when the time | talken to bring the majority of members
did arrive when that portion of the colony | to the acceptance of Responsible Govern-
was in a position to govern itself, a|ment. It had been constantly stated
separate Constitution might be granted | that vnder Governor Weld—a Governor
it, independent of the Southern Parlia- | who favored Responsible Government—
ment. there was a majority of hon. members in

Sie T. COCEBURN-CAMPBELL, favor of the change; but that because
gaid he felt himself in a somewhat new | succeeding Governors had not shown
position in addressing himself to this | themselves to be in favor of the change,
subject, for it wasa greal many years|that majority dwindled into a minority.
gince he had doneso. 'While the Respon- | With regard to the first-named Governor,
sible Government party were in the!and the alleged influence which he exzer-
minority, and while their annual resolu- | ¢ised, no one could be in a better position
tion was a mere matter of form, it did | than he {the hon. baronet) was to speak
not seem to him worth while for alon that subject; and he might say em-
member who did not take a prominent | phatically that Governor Weld had
part in the debates to intervene; but now | nothing whatever to do with it, and it
the question came within the range of | was the sole influence of onc man who
practical politics it seemed desirable, | bronght about the unanimity, in 1874, in
as the hon. member for Perth had!favor of Responsible Government, that
said, that everyone should explain|man being the late Sir Frederick Barlee.
the position which he would take in the | It was subsequently felt, when Governor
matter. It was now thirteen years ago, Weld left and when Sir Frederick Barlee
since the first resolution in favor of left, that the raison d’ étre, he might say,
Responsible Government had been moved | for Responsible Government in those
in that House. On looking around he days came to an end. No one could say
saw very few now present who were in | that any subsequent Governor had sought
the House on that oceasion. The Colonial ' to bring any influence to bear upon
Secretary, and the senior member for Fre- j members to induce them to vote for or
mantle, were, he thought, the only ones [ against the change. The opposition Lo it
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had not come from the Governor or the
Government, but from the people, who
until lately had chosen a majority of
members to represent them opposed to
the change; and he thoughi it was very
inconsistent for those who talked of
Government by the people and for the
people to twit members for their opinions
when they were carrying out the mandates
of their constituents. With regard to
the merits of Responsible Government of
which the hon. member for Perth had
spoken, the hon. member had confounded
gelf-government with Responsible Gov-
ernment, which made it rather difficult
to know what the hon. member meant,
Responsible Government being merely a
particular form of self-government.
Having very closely considered the
working of Responsible Government in
- the other colonies, he had come to the
conclusion that the principle in itself was
not a good one; and one reason why he
objected to the principle of it was that it
was really not self-government,—it was
too often the tyranny of a majority over
a minority, and at other times a success-
ful attempt of the minority to impede
legislation and good Government. In
this view of the subject, he was sapported
by the Times, in England, and also by
the Argus, the leading paper of Australia,
He also found the Age, the Radical rival
of the latter, going still Further, and
favorably comparing American institu-
tions with our own. It was also somewhat
singalar that some time ago the
Australesion, in referring to this colony
and speaking of what it called the
< Coming of Age of Western Australia,”
strongly urged that when this colony
reached that time she should try how
the principle of the American form of
Government would be applicable to a
British colony. He believed himself it
would be a better principle than that
now proposed. But a reason he saw
against trying such an experiment was
that it would not give finality to the
agitation in favor of a change to that form
of Government towards which their
national aspirations tended ; and that the
agitation would not cease until they
obtained the same Governmental institu-
tions as prevailed in the other colonies.
With regard to his present position with
respect to the resolution now before
them, his own opinion remained the

same, that the present form of Govern-
ment, with certain modifications, was
better suited to our needs and necessities
than Responsible Government. But the
country having sent a majority now to
represent them in that House who enter-
tained opposite views, and it being very
evident now that the agitation will
continue and perhaps become more vexed
than it had been hitherto, until the
country finally entered upon that form of
Government,—such being the case, he
asked himself, as a practical politician,
what was the best policy now to
pursue in the interests of the colony and
of those whom he represented, and he
felt bound to answer the question in this
way—that it would be unwise for them
to carry on any further opposition to
Responsible Government. Not only that
it would be unwise, but that we should
lose by it. It was now a question not
merely of Responsible Government as a
mere principle, but what form of Re-
sponsible Government we should adopt,
and he considered the wisest course to
pursue was to join hands with the
moderate men on the other side, and
endeavor to secure the best, safest, and
most safe-guarded Constitution which,
based upon the experience of the other
colenies, we would devise.

Mz. LOTON said the motion before
the House, to his mind, involved some
very serious issues, as affecting the future
interests and welfare of the colony, Hae
was well aware it would be futile alto-
gether to attempt to argue the question
at any lemngth, the country having
returned a large majority of members to
that House pledged he might say to vote
in faror of such a resolution as that now
before them. He did not know what
the views of the present Government on
this question might be-—whether they
intended, on a question involving such
serious issues, to maintain an attitude of
neutrality or not; but he hoped they
should hear from some of the members
of the Government in the House what
their views were. He thought the House
and the country should have the benefit
of those views, He did not, in saying
this, wish to reflect in any way upon the
individual opinions of the hon. gentlemen
occupying the Treasury bench, but he
did think the country had a right to
know what the views of the Executive
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Unless they were

¢n such an

Government were.

favored with thoso views,

important occasion as this, when the:

most vital interests of the colony were
at stake, he was afraid that thelr silence

of confidence which the people of the
colony had had—and he hoped still had—
in the present Execniive. With regard to
his own views on the subject, he had no
hesitation in expressing them, in plain
words. With regard fo the first pro-
position submitted by the hon. member
for Perth, whether Responsible Govern-
ment was desirable, he thought it might
be desirable; but, to his mind, it was
rather a question of whether it was
expedient. He should have liked to have
heard from the hon. member what
privileges, what advantages the members
of that House and the people would have
under Respousible Governmeut that they
did not possess now. Under the present
Constitution a majority of that House
could carry through any weasure which
they considered would be beneficial
to the country; and was not that
legislation by the people ? What more
could they do under Responsible Govern-
ment ? That House at present had full
control over the finances of the colony,
and what more would they have under
Responsible Government ? To his mind
the people of Western Australia were in
a better position under the present form
of Government—and would be for some
time to come-—than they wouwld be under
the more advanced form of Government
which he, with all others, hoped to see
them under at some future date. It
might be said that the colonists of
Western Australia could do more as they
liked under Responsible Government—
could have more of their own way; but
he apprehended that when they had that
form of Government—if they had it in a
short time—there would still be a
minority, and that minority would surely
represent some section of the people of
the colony ; and he was not prepared to
say at the present moment that in a num-
ber of instances that minority would not
be on the right side. Majorities were not
always right. Minorities were frequently
so; and there would be a minority under
Responsible Government, who, whether
right or wrong, could not have their own
way. Therefore it was obvious that

Western Australians, as a whole, would

« not be able to do what they liked wndar

that form of Government. He had not
been specially inclined to speak on the

»subject at all that evening, because he
would not tend to strengthen that feeling ;

knew that as regards the motion itself,
it was a foregone conclusion. They knew
perfectly well that the motion could be
carried ; at the same time he had felt it
his duty to express his views on the sub-
ject, feeling that those views were honest
views. He had the same desire as any
other member of the House to advance
the best interests of his adopted country,
and his honest and conscientious belief
was that the colony would advance better,
for some time to come, advance more
safely and more surely, under the present
form, provided the representatives of the
people in that House brought the same
energy and ability to bear, in the work of
legislation, and 1 co-operating with the
Government of the day in the passing of
measures cilculated to promote the devel-
opment of the colony; providing this
were done—and he saw no reason why it
should not be done—he thought the
eolony would advance more surely and
motre finnly under the present Constitu-
tion than it would under a more compli-
cated form of Government. For this rea-
son he was unable to give the motion his
support.

Mr. RANDELL said that twelve
years ago he was returned to that House
by the constituency of Perth to represent
their views; and, by a large majority, as
regards this question, to oppose it. The
hon. member for Plantagenet had
referred to the past history of the
question, and defended himself and
others against the charge of * Government
House” mfivence. Healso might perhaps
be permitted to refer a little to the past
history of this very important question,
In the first place he should like to say
that he cheerfully recognised the altered
circumstances that prevailed now as
compared with the circumstances of the
colony twelve years ago. At that time
he was one of three in that House who
were opposed to the change, and sub-
sequent events had shown that the
minority in that case at all events were
justified in their then opposition to the
movement. The movement on that
occasion, he might say, sprung from
within. He believed the present move-
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ment was to a very large extent springing
from without, whence he thought it ought
to spring. The Legislative Couneil, too,
in those days, was largely influenced by
the commanding ability and the great
talents of one individual member, the
gentleman who in those days occupied
the position of leader of that House;
and, being so influenced, it at once,
hastily and without consulting the
country, arrived at the conclusion that
the time had mrrived when Responsible
Government should be entered upon by
this colony. Bubsequent events had
proved that in that conclusion they were
wrong. ‘The country, at least, was
apathetic or indifferent in the matter, or
it was opposed to it. At any rate, soon
afterwards, that House changed its views
on the subject, and members felt that
the time had not arrived for the colony
to take that important step. It had
been stated that evening that a large
majority of elected members had been
sent thore for the purpose of carry-
ing this question of Responsible
Government. He was not going to
assume that fact; and he would here
at the outset mention ome or two
circumstances that he thought ought to
be taken into consideration with reference
to that statement. Hewould remind the
Hounse that a number of members who
represented country districts were resi-
dents of Perth, and there had been no
opposition as it were to their election.
Under the circumstances he failed to see
how in any important way these members
could be taken to vepresent the views of
their constituents. He had not heard of
any public meetings held to discuss the
question. He thought it was a circum-
stance pregnant with importance that
even at present a very large number of
members representing country constituen-
cles were selected from the city of Perth
and its immediate surroundings. With
regard to the question of the desirability
of self-government, most hon. members,
and himself amongst them, had on more
than one occasion answered that abstract
question in the affirmative. But the
question, he thought, in all their minds,
had been was the present an opportune
time for adopting the change. And,
answering the question, he was prepared
to take upon himself the responsibility of
saying that at the present moment it was

not desirable; noer would the interests of
the colony be better served than they
were under the present form of Govern-
ment. 'What might be right and good
under certain circumstances might, under
other circumstances, be harmful. They
found that even in England, the mother
of free institutions, Parliamentary Gov-
ernment often resulted in deadlocks and
consequent injury to the interests of the
country. Here, on the other hand, the
constitutional wachine had of late years
worked smoothly and harmoniously;
both the elected benches and the Govern-
ment benches working together with
remarkable unanimity to promote what
they considered the best interests of the
colony. They found the present Govern-
ment a strong one, and he thought that
was one reason why it was so admirably
suited for the requirements of a vast
territory like this. It was not open to
be swayed toand fro by popular clamor.
The members of it had a credit to main-
tain, and they were free to use their best
endeavors and their utmost intelligence
to advance the interests of the colony
generally; and he cowld not conceive
how, under the present Constitution, the
members of the Government, from the
Governor downward, could be animated
by any other feeling than a desire to do
all they could for the country. They
were as open as any Ministry under
party Government to popular influence
—he meant popular influence as repre-
sented by the representatives of the
people in that House. They bad clearly
shown that by their actions. He there-
fore must answer the first question of
the hon. member who had submitted the
resolution before the House—whether
the adoption of Responsible Government
was at the present time desirable—he
must answer that question in the nega-
tive. He thought the present time was
not opportune, and that the change if
now adopted would not be to the advan.
tage of the colony. There were questions
of the gravest importance to be con-
sidered by the House that session, ques-
tions of the gravest interest and import-
ance to the colony; and it was a matter
for the other side to consider whether
they were prepared to take upon them-
selves all the consequences of imperilling
the satisfactory solution of those ques-
tions. The hon. member for Perth had
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referred to the prosperity of the other
colonies under Responsible Government.
He did not know—he should hardly
suppose—that the hon. member enter-
tained the idea for a moment that it had
been their form of Government which
had produced the prosperity which they
were said to enjoy. Tasmania had been
enjoying the freedom of Responsible
Government for a good many years, and
yet they heard that its progress had not
been very remarkable, And they heard
that, in the other colonies, a strong
change was passing over public feeling
upon this question, He thought it was
not 50 much the form of Government as
the good administration of that form of
Governmnent, that was most likely to
affect the prosperity of a country. Not
many arguments had been put forward
by the hon. member who introduced
these resolutions in support of the pro-
posed change; and those that had Deen
put forward were arguments which they
had heard over and over again. There
wag one argnment which to his mind had
always appeared one of the most im-
portant arguments that could be adduced
in favor of the proposed change; and if
he could be sure in his own mind that
such a result would follow the adoption
of the change, he should certainly, at
once, and most cordially and cheerfully
support the resolution. It was an argu-
ment that had not been applied in the
public utterances of members, either in
that House or from the various platforms
from which they had addressed their
constituencies. He referred to the ques-
tion of whether the proposed change, if
adopted, would excite a feeling of deeper
interest in public affairs amongst the
people of the colony generally. If it
would, then, in his opinion, that would
be one of the strongest arguments that
could be used in its favor. DBut it was
an argument that had not been availed
of to any great extent Ly any of those
who sought to bring about the change.
He thought it would Dbe a most for-
tunate and happy issue to the change if
they counld be assured that it would be
accompanied with a corresponding change
in public feeling in eonnection with pub-
lie affairs. He thought the present
apathy and indifference existing, especi-
ally outside the towns, amongst the
constituencies of the colony was much to

be regretted, and he thought that any
change that would bring about a greater
interest in public affairs, a stronger inter-
est in their own public affairs, amongst
the people of the colony, would bea change
that should be welcomed. It had been
mentioned that Governor Weld, in intro-
ducing Road Boards and other local
institutions, giving the people an active
part in the mapagement of their own
local affairs, hoped to have stimulated
this feeling, and to have mduced a spirit
of self-reliance and of pride in the
management of public affairs in the
minds of the people, resulting in their
taking a stronger and more intelligent
interest in the direction of public affairs.
But the result, he thought, it would be
admitted, had been disappointing. They
did not sec the settlers throughout the
colony taking that interest even in those
local matters which one would have
expected they would, notwithstanding
this right of local self-government having
been conferred upon them. And the
question that operated on his mind was,
whether a mere change from one form of
Government to another was going to
bring about any radical improvement in
this respect. His own opinion was that,
owing to the scattered nature of our
country populations, and owing to the
extreme difficulties they had to encounter
in the cultivation of their lands, they
were not likely—he spoke generally—to
take that active and intelligent interest
which they should do in political matters,
and which would be absolutely necessary
to the successful working of freer and
more popular institutions, The hon. mem-
ber for Perth said the change would give
power to the Ministry of the day. Power
might be misapplied, as well as applied
judiciously ; and they were not quite sure
whether, in view of the influence that
might be brought upon Ministries in a
small colony like this—a colony numeri-
cally small, and where the people dis-
played so much apathy in public affairs
—they were not quite sure whether this
power would always be used nghtly.
They kmew it was often not so in the
other colonies. ~Ministries had to trim
their sails according to the passing
breeze, kmowing there was an Opposition
always ready to take advantage of any
adverse wind-—an Opposition ready to
step into their shoes, and possess them-
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selves of the sweats of office. These were
matters which we had to face; and it
was a question of very serious consider-
ation whether, instead of having a strong
Government as at present, we should
enfrust the fortunes of the colony to a
sucecession of weak (Gfovernments, chang-
ing office from year to year, and probably
find the best interests of the colony
sacrificed for place and profit. With
regard to the cost of the proposed change,
he thought the hon. member, when he
put it at £5,000, put it certainly at the
minimum. He thought if the hon, mem-
ber had put it at double that amount, he
would have been nearer the mark., But
he would not care so much for the ex-
pense, if he could see any reasonable hope
or expectation that the reformed Gov-
ernment would be carried on in such a
way as to conduce to the material ad-
vantage and profit of the colony. They
had not been told that evening of any
material advantages which the change
would bring about. They had had some
tall talk about their birthrights, about
the rights of freeborn Englishmen,—their
“inalienable” right was the word. He
did not exactly nnderstand what was here
meant by their inalienable right. They
had never yet had this right, and he did
not, therefore, exactly see how it could be
alienated from them. All this tall talk
might have influence on the publie plat-
form; but he shonld like the advocates
of the proposed change to give them some
1dea—they must have formed some opin-
ion on the subject—as to what all these
advantages were which were to acerne
from the change. He remembered attend-
ing a public meeting some time ago in
Perth, having received an invitation to be
present on the platform to hear the
speeches. It was a meeting convened by
the advocates of the proposed change,
and, except in general terms, he heard
nothing from the speakers on that ocea-
sion as to any definife advanfages that
would accrue to the colony. Not long
before, he had an opportunity of being
present at another meeting ; but, beyond
finding fault with the Commissioner of
Railways for not putting the local station
where the inhabitants thought it ought
to be, and protesting against some other
trifling sins of omission or commission ¢n
the part of the Government, no other
argument was put forward; and this

seemed to him to be a fair sample of the
arguments which the advocates of the
change relied upon. The thought came
to his mind that the camp was divided,
and that the speakers at the public
meeting were the scouts sent out to feel
the way, and to see what chances the
main army had of being led to victory.
He took the opportunity of watching
the result of the show of hands at the
meeting referred to, and of analysing it ;
and, although the resolutions were said
to have been adopted unanimously, he
came to the conclusion in his own mind
that there was a strong element at that
meoting who were not violently in favor
of any change; and he disputed the fact
now that the country generally was
largely in favor of the change. There
could be no denying the fact that of late
there had been a growing feeling in favor
of the change—a fecling brought about
in a great measure by people coming here
from the other colonies; but he thought
it would be a most unfortunate thing if
the public here were to be influenced by
the arguments of persons who could not
possibly know so much about the circum-
stances and requirements of this colony
ag our own people did. There were yet
some rocks ahead, he thought, bafore the
proposed change could be accomplished ;
and he thought they would do well to
take a note of those rocks. They had
been pretty clearly indieated in His Ex-
cellency’s speech, and embraced such
momentous questions as the separation
of the colony and a possible difficulty in
connection with the raising of a further
loan. These and other guestions were
questions which must be faced. He
thought, however, the feeling of the
country in favor of the change, and
the feeling in that House was such,
that in the best interests of the colony
the change should be accepted. Ques-
tions affecting the best interests of
the colony were being trifled with to a
large cxtent, while they were bandying
this constitutional! question backward
and forward. This being so, he thought
the sooner the better the final plunge
were taken, so that the country might
be free to deal with other matters
which in his opinion affected its interests
in a greater degree than the question
of what particular form of Government
we should exist under. He said so
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advisedly, and after the most careful
consideration. He was now resolved,
so far as his influence and words
could do it, to force the promoters of the
movement forward. There must not be
80 many “ifs " about it. The resolution
must be ome and unmistakable in its
character, and there must be no *“ifs”
about separation or about obtaining a
loan, The time had arrived when they
must go forward, boldly and unbesita-
tingly, and get rid once for all of this
question of Responsible Government.
Me., VENN said if the question of
Responsible Government had no other
effect that evening but to bring from the
junior member for Western Australia the
admirable speech they had been listening
to, it would have oni¢ good effect. He did
not propoese himself to weary the House
with a long speech that evening. The pre-
sent position of affairs in connection with
this question of Responsible Government
reminded him somewhat of a comical
picture he once saw, in which 2 Chinaman
was depicted, axrayed in all the panoply
of war, attacking an imaginary enemy,
He thought the advocates of Responsible
Government in that House were very
much in the same position as that China-
man. They were ready for war, but
there was no enemy to fight. They had
heard a good deal about no arguments
having been brought forward by the
advocates of Responsible Government in
favor of the change. But it appeared to
him there was no necessity for parading
arguments, when everyone said he
thought the change was desirable. There
were no two opinions on that point now.
Even their opponents had come over to
their camp. What was the use of gird-
ing on their armor when they had no
enemy to fight? This same guestion
had heen argued in that House and
outside that House for many weary
years; and what did hon. members think
was to be gained by an endless repeti-
tion of arguments when there was nobody
to argue with? The advocates of the
change were as earnest as ever, and, if
necessary, as eager for the fray,; but, as
he had already said there was no one to
fight. Their very opponents had joined
their ranks. Had they notheard from them
that evening that they all admitted the
desirability of taking this step, and that
the country was (so to speak) committed

‘to a change.

to it. One of their most doughty op-
ponents, the hon. member who had just
spoken—the hon. member for Western
Australia, had not only joined their ranks,
but insisted upon the inevitable step
being taken without any further delay.
The resolution before them was mevely
an abstract resolution; and even the
most conservative amongst them admitted
that, in the abstract, they were favorable
It had been said that the
representatives of the people had a lot of
power under the present Constitution,
but he would point out, it was not real
power. It was a very shadowy affair
indeed. The strongest power they had,
appeared to him to be concentrated in
that irresponsible bedy called the Finance
Committee, of whom he had spoken when
addressing himself to this subject last
year. Why should they trust this
irresponsible body with the control of the
finances of the colony when they could
have a Ministry responsible to the country_
—a Ministry who, if they did not manage
the finances of the country properly,
would very soon receive their quietus ?
Butthis Finance Committee was independ-
ent of anybody. He looked upon it as
the greatest blot upon our Constitution ;
and, if it were for no other reason than
to put an “extinguisher” upon that
irresponsible body, he would go strongly
in favor of adopting a change of Govern-
ment., What did he say last session
about this committee? He said this:
he said that nearly £80,000 of wun-
anthorised expenditure had been sanc-
tioned by the committec,—for “emer-
gency.”” What wag the result this year ?
They had been a little more modest,
possibly from the action which he took
last session; at any rate, it was a fact
that they had reduced their expendi-
ture to about £8,000. But even that was
altogether unaunthorised expenditure; and
he meant to say this: if this irresponsi-
ble hody—he did not allude to its mem-
bers personally or individually—could
control the finances of the colony, it was
about time we had a Ministry responsible
to the people. It might be said that
Ministries, under Responsible Govern-
ment, during the recess often had incurred
unauthorised expenditure. But they
had to defend themselves in Parliament,
and to justify their actions; and, if they
did not do so, they would very soon get
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their quietus, and be turned out of office,
as they ought to be. But with this Fi-
nance Committee of oursthe Legislature
was simply powerless, The House might
say it would not confirm this or that ex-
penditure, but that would not put an
*“extingunisher ” upon this irrespousible
committee. It might be construed that
be was passing a general vote of censure
upen the present form of Government;
but he thought hon. members would
admit that since he had held a seat under
1t he had always done all in his power to
make the present Constitution work well
and smoothly, and had given it all the
support he conscientionsly could, although
he felt—and had felt for the past twelve
years—that the form of Constitution
which the country required was that of
self-government. In that respect he had
the advantage over some hon. members
of not having changed his opinions.
But although he had held these views, he
had for many years plodded along in that
House, endeavoring to get into the ways
of parliamentary institutions, and tried
to do his hest to make the present
Constitution work well. It had been
asked, what Dlenefit would self-govern-
ment give them ? He would tell them
oue important benefit it would give them
—it would give them finality in their
legislation. They could have no finality
in their legislation under the existing
Constitution. He did not wish to speak
too harshly about that Constitution. It
had done good work in its day; and,
although for the last twelve years he had
honestly and conscientiously believed in
the colony adopting Responsible Govern-
ment, he had always done his Dbest to
make the present Constitution work
well; and he had no wish to speak of it
with any disrespect when it was passing
away. He did not think it was well to
decry the bridge that had carried them
over the stream. The secret of the
present form of Government having
worked so well was to be found in the
men whom they had had to administer it,
such men as the present head of the
Government, such men as Sir Malcolin
Fraser, such men as Sir Frederick
Barlee. 1t was to the ability and to the
skill of these that the present Constitution
owed a great deal of its popularity.
Under less favorable circumstances, the
cry for a change would have been heard

long ago, and heard strongly. That cry
had at last become so loud that it was
felt even by their opponents it was
useless attempting to withstand it. As
to pelting that House with arguments
in support of the change, be did not
attach importance to that night’'s pro-
ceedings ; for they were not fighting the
question then. The question would have
to be fought before the country. It was
on the hustings that the real battle
would be fought; and in that battle they
would find him to the fore.

Mr, MARMION: Under
ditions ?

Mr. VENN did not understand what
the hon. member meant.

Mr. MARMION : Separationfrom the
North,

Me, VENN thanked the hon. member
for reminding him. He was sorry,
however, to hear the hon, member
alluding at this time of day to this bogte
of separation. Hethonght that harmless
bugbear had no terrors for that House,
any more than it had to the outside
public. They Lknew it was simply a
scarecrow.  What did the Colonial
Secretary tell them the other night ?
He told them that, so faras the North
was concerned, the expenditure consider-
ably exceeded the revenue.

Mr. MARMION: The hon. member
has mistaken what I mean. Sapposing
the bogie should turn out to be a
reality.

Me. VENN did not think he was called
upon to prove a negative. They had no
reason to suppose for a moment that
such a question would be seriously raised.
‘Why should it be raised ¥ Would the
Home Government ever think of starting
a Crown colony, where they would
bumediately have to spend a lot of money
and find a revenue.

Mk. MARMION : They already have
the revenue.

Mz, VENN thought that was pretty
well fixed, as regards the land, for some
years to come; and he did not see where
any additional revenue was to come from
to maintain & Crown colony. And, who
over heard of a Crown colony being
planted in a portion of a country that did
not require it ? The North itself had no
desire for it, and he was sure the South
hadn’t. He was sorry that His Excel-
lency in his opening speech had conjured

all con-
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up this bogie of separation. From one
moint of view—rthe point of view of the
advocates of the cha.nge—he thought
His Excellency made 2 mistake in doing
s0,—a tactical mistake. It had given
them the very stimulus they wanted to
advance their cause. Surely if the
present Legislature with its restricted
powers could practically deal with the
requirements of the North, a Government
possessing full ministerial powers would
be able to do so. He thought they
might banish this SBeparation idea from
their minds entirely. If the question
should arise, he thought they would be
in a position to deal with it, and to treat
it in"the way it ought to be treated. As
to the question of loans, he did not think
that, either, need trouble them, as being
likely to interfere with the question of
Responsible Government, and he thought
His Excellency made a mistake in mixing
the two together. The hon. member Mr.
Randell asked the question of whether
the progress of the other colonies was
due to their form of Government, or to
the great natural advantages which they
possessed within themselves for ensuring
their material progress. He answered
that by saying that the other colonies
never made rapid progress until they
adopted Responsible Government, which
he thought was sufficient argument in
itself to lead us to adopt the same form
of Glovernment. It had been said that
we would not be able to deal with
the North as well under Responsible
Government as under the present form
of Government. Surely if that House
could practically deal with the North,
with its restricted powers, a Ministry
responsible to the country, and with fuller
powers, would be able to do so. The
hon. member for Plantagenet seemed
to have an idea that we should form some
sort of Government the same as the
United States. He (Mr, Venn) doubted
very much whether such institutions
would apply here. For his own part he
most cordially supported the resolution
before the House, and he felt satisfied
that all the members on that side of the
House would also cordially support it.
Mz, HARPER said the hon. member
who had just sat down began by alluding
to a comic picture of a Chma.m;m, which
the hon. member said reminded him of the
position of the advocates of Responsible

Government in that House. He did not
think ha conld congratulate hon
member upon the fe].ICItj of his illustra-
tion, The position assummed by the hon.
member for his party rather reminded
him of the story of Alexander the Great,
who sighed Dbecause there were no more
countries left for him to conguer. The
advocates of Responsible Goverument,
according to the hon. member for Wel-
lington, had no more enemies to conquer,
—no adverse opinions to fight against.
With regard to the question before the
House, he might say, shortly, that he was
strongly in favor of self-government, and
strongly against Responsible Government
as experience had proved it in other coun-
tries. He would refer in the first place
to the history of that form of Government,
in the mother country. At first the
government of the country was mainly in
the hands of the upper classes, who,
however, so abused their privileges that
the power was taken from them, and
placed in the hands of what might be
called the middle classes, and under their
authority the British Parliament became
the pattern of all that was useful and
commendable in parliamentary institu-
tions and the envy of the civilised world.
The next and third period brought them
down to more recent times. That period
began with a Parliament of a very high
character, remarkable for its wisdom,
moderation, and good order, At the pres-
ent time it was remarkable rather for its
wild chaos. Coming to the colonies with
which they were more familiar and to
which they were more closely related, what
did they ind? They found that, after the
experience of a considerable number of
years, the people of those colonies found
that their Ministries could not be trusted
with the administration of some of the
principal departtments of State, which
were now being placed under the manage-
ment of independent Boards. In most
of those colonies the public had found
that what Responsible Government had
done for them was to bring the country
to the verge of ruin, by reckless borrow-
ing and still more reckless extravagance,
It was for these and other reasons that
he was opposed to what some hon.
members called Responsible Government.
It was responsible only in name. But
he recognised this: that the Constitution
under which we were living at present,
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however much it had done for the colony,
could not last for ever. They must start
sooner or later to Luild another; and,
that being so, he thought it would be
wiser to begin to lay the foundation in a
time of calm and sunshine. It was a
foolish thing to start a building during
a flood, when its very foundations
were likely to be swept away., He
thought 1t was better to lay the
corner stone of their new Constitution
in fine weather; and it was for this
reason, seeing that the country appeared
to have made up its mind to abandon
the old one, that he had brought him-
self to adopt an attitude of neutrality as
regards his opposition to the proposed
change. He thought the whole country,
however, should be consulted as to the
style of building they should put up.
Without referring now to other portions
of the speech of the hon. member for
Perth, he thought that in one particular
the hon. member had shown himself a
little adrift in the history of the other
colonies, when he instanced Queensland
as a notable instance of the success of
Responsible Government having been
established in a country possessing &
small population. The hon. member
told them that Queensland, from the
first time it was introduced there, con-
tinued to prosper. The hon. gentleman
evidently was not aware, or he had for-
gotten, that a few years after that colony
adopted self-government it became nearly
bankrupt. So much was it embarrassed
in its finances that it was unable to pay
ite civil servants for two years; and had
it not been for the marvellous richness
of the country and the mflux of capital
from the other colonies, Queensland
would not have pulled herself through.
‘With regard to the resolution now hefore
the House, he did not, under the circum-
stances, intend to oppose it; and, if it
should come to a division, he should
absent himself from it.

M=r. KEANE said be did not intend
to detain the House many minutes, after
the many speeches which had been de.
livered; but he did not like to give a
silent vote upon this, what he considered,
the most important question they would
have to deal with. They had been told
by the hon. member Mr. Randell, that
the advocates of this change should take
into their careful consideration the ques-

tion of separation and the question of a
loan. He, for his part, thought they
would be cowards to the trusts reposed
in them by their constituents if they
were to allow these questions to enter
into the consideration of the guestions
now before them. What they wanted to
say that evening was not only that they
wanted Responsible Government, but
that they wanted Respousible Grovern-
ment for the whole colony, And that
was what they meant to have. He
agreed with the hon. member Mr. Loton,
that it would be a matter for regret if the
hon. members occupying the Treasury
bench were to refrain from saying any-
thing on the subject. They might en-
lighten them upon some points which he
should like to have cleared up, one of
which was,—whether the Home Govern-
ment had autherity to divide the colony,
when neither the North nor the South
desired it ? He was sorry himself that
these issues had been raised in His Ex-
cellency’s speech. Asto the loan question,
he did not see how the Home authorities
could turn round and say to us, ““If
you have self-government you cannoct
have a loan.” He did not think it
ever entered the head of English cap-
italists what sort of Government a
colony that wanted to borrow possessed ;
but what was the nature of the securities
it could give. He did not think Respon-
gible Government wag likely to reduce
our revenne, and he was sure it would
not cause the land of the colony to run
away. Were the public works of the
colony and its trade to be retarded and
paralysed for an indefinite period, be-
cause the majority of the people through
their representatives wished to have
Responsible Government ? He, for one,
should say not. As to the question of
Separation, he thought they ought not to
allow themselves to be frightened by that
bugbear. If they read the newspapers
they would find this question of Separa-
tion had recently been entered into by
the Home authorities in eonnection with
the colony of Queensland, where there
was a strong ery for separation amongst
the people of the Northern part of the
colony, and a deputation had been sent
to England to fight their cause with ihe
Colonial Office. What was the result ?
Sir Henry Holland said it was utterly
impossible for the Home authorities to
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deal with the subject until the matter! leisure for deing so.

had been decided by the Legislature of |

the colony itself, as representmg the |

people of the colony generally. He took
1t that the Colonial Office, in putting
forward this bugbear, sinply meant to
tell us that what they intended was to
reserve to themselves the right to sep-
arate the North from the South, should
the latter request to be separated. He

did not helieve himself they would ever |

do so otherwise. It was his intention to
vote for Responsible Government for the
whole colony, and he helieved that also
was the intention of every other hon.
member who was in favor of the pro-
posed change. He hoped the motion
before the House would receive the un-
animous support of hon. members, so
that the Inperial Government might see
that there was no division of opinion on
the subject. Although some hon. mem-
bers had argued against it, they all
wound up by saying they would not go
so far as to vote against it; so that, it
appeared to him, they were bound to
have an almost unanimous vote in favor
of the resolution,

Mr. CONGDON said he did not pur-
pose detaining the House with any
lengthened remarks, after the exhaustive
speeches they had heard in the course of
the debate. Nor did he purpose to enter
upon any arguments pro or con.; for the
subject had been thoroughly discussed,
both inside the House and outside the
House. He would content himself by
saying that in his opinion the resolution
invelved most important issues, and that
it had his fullest sympathy. That being
g0, he need hardly say that it was his
intention to vote in support of the reso-
lution.

Me. E. R. BROCEMAN said that,
not to give a silent vote on such an im-
portant question, he rose to offer his
protest against the resclution. The
mover of the resolution had put two
questions to them—was the change desir-
able, and were we qualified forit? He
would answer both in the negative. He
did not think if was desxra.blc, nor did he
think that we were qualified.
not mean to say that we had not men

' their tether.

He did: | that were worth answering.

It was difficult
enough at present to get memhers #o
represent country constituencies, when
our sessions were comparatively short;
and he was sure the difficulty would be
intensified under Responsible Govern-
ment, when the sessions would last
probably double as long. The result
would be that the majority of country
districts would be represented by town
members. As to the feeling in the
country having of late years grown
stronger in favor of the change to Res-
ponsible Government, he thought, on the
contrary, it had grown weaker. The
change which the country people really
wanted was a change from poverty to
riches ; something that would cha.nge the
poor land of the colony into good
country,—and he was sure Responsible
Government would not do that. It had
been said that it would not cost us more
than £5,000 a year. He certainly did
not think it was worth it. But he
thought it would cost a great deal more
than that. It might be enough to pay
their Ministers and a few pensions, but
it certainly would not be enough to
pay their members. And he was sure
they would very soon have a cry for
payment of members, In 1878 he was
an clected member of that House, re-
turned to vote in favor of Responsible
Glovernment. At that time, he considered,
the circumstances of the colony and the
position of that House were very different
from what they were now; and he
thought that under similar circumstances
to those existing some years ago he
should again vote for it. He voted for
Responsible Government at that time
because he did not think that things were
going on so satisfactorily as they ought
to. They were then just beginning to
Lorrow money, but now he thought they
were about to get towards the end of
The hon. member for Wel-
lington commenced his declamation by
twitting those who were opposed to the
change with having brought forward no
arguments against 1t; but he had never
yet heard any argu.ments in favor of it
He had
' heard agitators at various public meetings,

qualified to govern us, but he did thmluand he had seen a good deal in the

we would find great difficulty in in-!
ducing these qualified men to come for- .
ward—qualified men with means and:

! papers; but he had never yet seen the
advantacres of the change pointed out, or
any attempt made to show in what way
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the colony would be better off under
Responsible Government than it was at
present. All they were told was that
they ought to assert their independence
as free-born Britons; but he failed to see
how we were going to become more free-
born Britons by severing our connection
with Great Britain itself. They were
also told that if they had Ministerial
Government, and they were not satisfied
with the Ministry in power, they could
always turn them out. One would think
from what these agitators said that the
people themselves could turn out Minis-
tries. If that were so, it would be a
very different thing. Buot they knew
very well that was not the case. And
this twrning out of Ministries seemed to
him after all a very doubtful advantage.
80 long as we had a good Governor
and an able Executive he did not
see himself why we should agitate for
a change. The reply to that was “You
do not know how long you are going
to keep a good Governor, when you
got him,” But he would ask the advo-
cates of Responsible Government whether
they thought they would change their
Ministries less often than this colony at
present changed its Governors. Would
there not be a change of Ministries and a
change of policy very much oftener under
Responsible Government than there was
a change of Governors under our present
form of Government ? He had been in
hopes of hearing something convincing
that evening from the advocates of a
change, but he must say he felt just as
much opposed to the change now as he
did before he entered the House.

Me. SCOTT said that like other hon.
members he felt that none of them should
give a silent vote upon sc important
question. Personally he had been for
some years in favor of the proposed
change, and he certainly had mever al-
tered his views on the snbject, whatever
other hon. members may have done. If
they would refer to the debates they
would see that a great number of mem-
bers had heen of opinion that the prin-
ciple of Responsible Government was in
itself right, and, as had been said by his
hon. colleague, it was known that every
Governor who had been here since the
days of Governor Weld had, one and all,
acknowledged that the present form of
Government was merely a stepping-stone

to the adoption of those freer institutions
they now wished to see brought forward.
He thought when they found men sent
out here by the old country saying, one
after another, that Responsible Govern-
ment was a desirable form of Govern-
ment for the colony, and that it was
merely a question of expediency as to the
time of adopting it, they must ackuow-
ledge that the principle was a good one;
and the onus of proof that the time had
not yet arrived was on the other side. It
was not for the advocates of change to
prove that the time had not arrived; it
was for their opponents to prove that the
present was an mopportune time. They
were told by some hon, members it would
be better, if we did change the Consti-
tution, to try one on the American pat-
tern. For his own part he preferred the
English pattern. No doubf there was
room for improvement, and sooner or
latter we should find the mother coun-
try or some of her great colonies im-
proving upon their present institutions.
When they did so, we might follow
in their wake. He did not think this
colony ought to be made the corpus vile.
They had Dbeen told that the present
Grovernment was a strong Government.
It might be argued that we were well
represented ; but that the present Exzecu-
tive was a strong Executive he was rather
inclined to doubt. He had no wish to be
personal, but he meant to be plain,—
how was it that they found already this
session two or three Government bills
thrown out ? Did it not show that if
the Executive had the advantage of a
little more knowledge of the requirements
of the colony this would not have hap-
pened ?  Last session, too, they found a
very important bill brought into that
House by the Government, which had
turned out to be uiterly unworkable.
Why was that ? Because there had been
a quarrel amongst the members of the
Executive; and the business of the
country was neglected, owing to this
misunderstanding. He cared not what
the nature of the dispute wus, or who
was to blame ; the fact remained that it
resulted in the business of the country
being neglected, and the proposed legis-
lation of the country was brought into
that House in a slipshod way. Then,
again, aithough we might be fortunate in
the possession of a good Governor one
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day, we could never depend upon what | never dream of going in for Separation,

sort of a Governor, or what kind of
officers, we might have pitch-forked at us
another day, by the Home Government.
If at the present time we had a very
good Governor, a man with business
habits, and a good Executive, he should
say this was the very time for adopting
the proposed change, when things were
going on smoothly. Tast year the con-
sideration of this question was postponed
because of the Land Regulations, which
filled hon. members’ minds, and it was
agreed that the question of Responsible
Government should be put off until the
present session. If they were going to
keep putting it off until they had
nothing else to ogeupy their atigntion
they might go on until doomsday, and
the question would never be settled. He
thought this colony—his adopted colony
—was becoming riper every year for
the change, and that there was no-
thing te be gained by delaying it any
longer. To refurn to Goveruors, they
were told some years ago by one Gov-
ernor that the colony had come to the
end of its borrowing powers, yet, soon
afterwards, the colony was able to float a
large loan. He did not mean to say that
Responsible Government was a model
form of Government, but it was a form
of Government which suited English-
men all over the world, and it had
been acknowledged by the majority of
members—even those who were opposed
to the change—to be right in prin-
ciple. As to the colony undergoing
& period of depression, he did mnot
think there was any “serious deprassion.
It was only a passing wave of depression,
and there was nothing in the condition
of the eolony to prevent their going into
Responsible Government at once. As to
the increased cost of it, which had been
estimated at £5,000 a year, they found
that much squandered in London by the
Crown Agents; and he believed that the
advantages which would acerue to the
colony from being in a position to govern
ite own affairs would more than counter-
balance any additional expenditure in
the cost of Government. Taken alto-
gether, he was strongly in favor of the
colony at once undertaking this step.
With regard to Separation, he agreed
with the views already expressed on that
subject. He believed the North would

if the colony obtained Responsible Gov-
ernment. It was much more likely to
do so if we did not adopt that step.

Mz. A. FORREST said that as the
representative of the most Northern con-
stituency in the colony, he had much
pleasure in supporting the resclution; and,
m so doing, he might inform the House
that the district which he represented
had no wish, so far as he was informed, to
separate from this part of the colony.
The Kimnberley District, as hon, members
were aware, although the youngest dis-
trict of the colony, was the most import-
ant district. [Laughter]] Hon. mem-
bers might laugh; but they would find
that, hefore many years have elapsed, the
district will have the largest population
in the colony. It was now the richest
pastoral district, and there was every
promise that its goldfields would make it
the most attractive and most important
part of the colony. He had been elected
to support a resolution like that before
the House, and he believed if he were
to oppose it, there would be a petition
sent down at once, calling upon him to
resign. He hoped the resolution would
he carried by an overwhelming majority,
and that, if it came to a division, they
would find even the hon. member Mr.
Randell, who appeared to be about the
staunchest friend which the present Con-
stitution had, voting on the right side
of the House, with the *“Ayes” Nextyear
he hoped to see the hen. member sitting
by the side of him as an elected member
under Responsible Government. The
resolution had his most cordial support.

Capraiyn FAWCETT expressed himself
strongly in favor of the proposed change.
This, he thought, was the accepted time.
He did not believe in the present
Constitution, He did not believe in the
“right divine” of Governors to govern
wrong. The members of that House
had no power to do anything. They
were like a pack of school-boys, sitting on
that side of the House, with a head
master over them who thrashed them as
he liked, and they had to submit 1o it.
He believed in progress. Progress was
the word, and now was the time to take a
step that would enable the colony to make
progress. It was utterly impossible for
any nation to stand still; it must either
advance or retrograde. He would sooner
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see the colony retrograding, and going
back to the days of Governor Hampton,
than remaining under the present Con-
stitution. Grovernor Hampton, with the
assistance and advice of a few settlers,
managed to govern the colony very well,
and at very little expense. As to
Responsible  Government having an
injurious effeet upon our financial
reputation, and interfering with our rais.
ing a loan, he would point out that ac-
cording to the money market quotations,
while the colony of South Australia, our
next door neighbor, was able to raise a
loan at £103, our last loan only realised
£98; and they knew that this colony
was quite as good a colony as South
Aunstinlia, and, so far as wheat growing
was concerned, South Australia grew less
bushels to the acre than this colony did,
He was sure, in hiy own mind, that
ncarly all the colony was in favor of the
proposed change, and hon. members
wonld find that out when the next
general election took place.

Mr. H. BROCEMAN said the hon.
member Tor Perthhad divided this ques-
tion into two heads, one being, would
Responsible Government be a good thing
for Western Australia, and was it advis-
able for the colony to adopt that form of
Government at the present time? His
own opinion was that self-government
would be a good thing for Western Aus-
tralia at some future date, but he did not
think it would be advisable for us to
adopt that form of Government at the
present time. It would be useless for
him to attempt to bring forward any
arguments in support of his opinions, for
whatever arguments had already been
brought forward, or would be brought
forward, he was perfectly certain would
not make a difference of a single vote.
If the House divided on the subject he
should be found voting with the * Noes.”
He had simply risen so that his opinion
might be recorded, in the event of a divi-
sion taking place and his name appearing
amongst those whoe were opposed to the
resolution.

Mg. PEARSE said he had always been
a strong advocate of Responsible Govern-
ment, and was one of those who took part
in the division on the subject many years
ago. Surely, if the colony was nipe for
the change in 1874, it was ripe for it now,
when the country had nearly doubled its

population, and trebled its revenue, The
resolution would have his most cordial
support.

Mg. SHOLL said that when he entered
the House he had no intention of speak-
ing on the question. He thoughtthe ques-
tion had been pretty well threshed out,
and that there would have been no neces-
sity to have debated it at any length. But
as a wish bad been expressed that every
member should give his opinion on the
subject ; and, as those members who were
usually the most timid and bashful had
ventured to express their views, he did
not intend himself to give a silent vote.
As to there having boen no arguments
brought forward in favor of the change,
that was purely a matter of opinion. He
did not know that any arguments were
likely to influence members on this occa-
sion. HEvery member hud formed his
opimion on the subject long before he
came to the House that evening, and
every member had a perfect right to that
opinion. They saw opposite to them,
and opposed to the change, some of the
best men in the colony, and some of the
most straightforward men in the colony,
and he¢ was sure they were honestly
opposed to the change; and no doubt the
opinions of such men were entitled to con-
sideration. Still, he for one could not
agree with them. Though respecting their
opinions and believing those opinions to
be honest opinions, he still claimed that
those who entertained opposite opinions
were equally sincere and equally honest
in those opinions. It had been stated
that the colony under the present form of
Government had made rapid progress.
No one could deny that fact. But why
was it ? Simply through the assistance
given to the Government by the elected
members of that House, On how many
occasions had the Government themselves
ever come to that House with a policy
and a majority at their back ? They had
brought forward projects from companies
and syndicates, which proposals had been
licked into shape by that House; and the
same way with bills. Under another
form of Government a Ministry would
come forward with a policy of its own,
and stand or fall by it, and not wait for
the House to lick it into shape, which
the present Government did. What
was the consequence of the system
now pursued? In the case of land



1887.)

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.

103

grants and in the case of immigration
they found that very grave mistakes
had heen mads. The hon. member,
Mr. Randell, told them that it was the
towns only that were in favor of the
proposed change. He assured the hon.
member that, so far as the Northern
parts were concerned, they were nearly to
a man in favor of Respousible Govern-
ment. They had been told by one hon.
member (Mr. E. E. Brockman) that there
would be difficulty in finding men of
means and leisure to come forward and
take part in the work of legislation, under
another form of Government, which would
probably be a greater tax upon their time
than at present; and that there might e
a difficulty in getting good men to work
the machinery of Govornment under
another Constitution. There was some-
thing, no doubt, in that argument; at
the same time he did not despair that
some less complicated, some less elaborate
form of Constitution might be devised,
one more suitable to the conditions of the
colony, than they saw in operation in
some other countries possessing Respon-
sible Government. Having shortly ex-
pressed these views, he would only add
that if the question went to a division, he
should of course be found voting in
favor of the resolution.

Mr. LAYMAN, who was very imper-
fectly heard, was understood to say that
when be came down to the House that
evening it had certainly not been his in-
tention to say anything on the subject,
but when he found other members—some
of them, perhaps, with not much to say
—stating that they felt it their duty to
express their opinions, he thought he also
ought to do s0. He thought the present
time would be a better time to adopt this
resolution than to wait until a strong
feeling of agitation was created, when
the change might be forced upon them.
He was happy to see so many hon.
members gradually coming round to
gupport the movement, thus acknowledg-
ing the force of the arguments of the
advocates of the change. There was one
thing he wished to observe, and that was
—if he thought for a moment that the
adoption of Responsible Government
would not infuse more public spirit, and
create a feeling of stronger interest in
public affairs, among the electors and the
pecple generally, he certainly should go

agninst it. But he was convinced that
the apathy now shown was due principally
to the form of Grovernment we were living
under. He had a good opportunity of
judging how far that was the case. The
people had an idea that the colony could
not move forward under the present
Coustitution, and that it was all humbug,
With regard fo separation, he certainly
could not see the force of the argument,
Both the North and the South were
opposed to separation, and who was
gomng to separate them ? He did not
see why the Home Government should
do s0; for the Home Government could
10t expect to gain anything by it; and
uuless it was likely to be forced upon us,
against the will of the whole colony, he
could not see why it should have been
suggested at all. As to the change of
Governors, he thought that was another
reason in favor of adopting the change,
for we might have two Governors, one
following the other, diametrically oppo-
site in their views, one capsizing the
policy of the other. The hon. member,
Mr. Randell, stated that he thought the
country was not in favor of the proposed
change, and that it was only the towns
that were in favor of it. He could
assure the hon. member that if he had
been round some of the country districts,
as he (BIr. Layman) had been, his
opinion on that subject would have been
reversed.

Mr. HENSMAN said that, as the
youngest elected member then in the
House, it must be obvious that it was
from feelings of natural modesty that
he had hitherto refrained from ad-
dressing the Council on this important
gubject, The thought occurred to him
that it would be more becoming on his
part to wait until all those older mem-
bers of the House had expressed tbeir
opiniens, before he ventured to address
that assembly on this interesting and
important occasien. There was one ad-
vantage, however, of having waited so
long before he ventured to address the
House, because one had an opportunity
of hearing all that could be said against
the proposed change; and certainly he
had been surprised to find that amongst
a body consisting of so many public men
as that House comprised, so little real
argument had been Dbrought against it.
For himself, as one who had heen a
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Liberal from his youth, and who was
becoming more and more strongly con-
vinced that the principles of Liberalism—
that was to say, the principles which
guided Liberals in England and other
parts of the world—were those which
were good for the people; for himself it
was a pleasurs to be able, on the first
occasion on which he took his seat on
that side of the House, to support the
motion which had been moved that even-
ing by the hon. member for Perth. It
had been said that there was very little
left for them to say on this subject; at
the same time, perhaps, he might be par-
doned if he did attempt to say o few
words to the House, generally, upon the
question now before them. The Consti-
tution of England had been for centuries
a Government of the people by responsible
Ministers,—by men who held their office
only so long as they had the confidence
of the people. It was unnecessary at
present to dilate In any way upon that
question. It must be admitted by every-
one who had the slightest knowledge of
English history; and he thought it must
be admitted that this was of necessity the
case by anyone who had the slightest
knowledge of the free and independent
spirit of the English people. To suppose
that the English people at the present
day would submit to anything in the
nature of persomal rule was to insult
their intelligence and their patriot-
ism. The hon. member for Plantagenet
had told them that he did not agree
with Ministers going in and out by a vote
of a majority. He should like to know
in what other way they could be selected
or dismissed. The hon. baronet also said
that he for one preferred—at least so he
understood him—the parliamentary in.
stitutions of the United States rather than
those of England. He was very delighted
to find that there wasone member in that
House who recognised in that great
country something that was good, but,
for his own part—and he thought that
was the view of most members on that
gide of the House—whatever views they
might have of the theoretical superiority
of the Constitution of the United States
they were satisfied, having come out to
Anstralia, to be governed by the old laws
of England. He submitted that wher-
ever Englishmen went and took posses-
sion of u country inhabited by savages,

or an uninhahited country, they carried
with them all the fundamental laws of their
mother country, and, what was more, they
could not part with them. Those laws
were their birthright; and, amongst the
first of those laws and rights which they
had, was the right of self-government,
No doubt, for a time they might be
unable to exercise that right. From the
smallness of the population or the rudi-
mentary state of the colony, it might be
impossible for them to select those who
should govern them. But theright still re-
mained. Itwasonlyinabeyance; and, as
soon as they could find men to govern them,
it was open to them to exercise their right.
He did not say it was a “boon,” but 2
right ; and no one could deprive them of
it. He thought he should be right in
saying that every British colony in this
world possessed self-government. By
the word British colony he meant a
colony inhabited by Englishmen, Scotch-
men, or Irishmen. He did not mean a
colony where the English, or the British,
were the ruling power, and with a large
native population; he meant a colony
that was occupied by people of the
British race. He thought this colony
had Deen almost unique, if not the
solitary exception to that rule. This
colony in the first instance was governed
by the Crown,—by a Governor nominated
by the Secretary of State, and a certain
number of gentlemen nominated to assist
him., In 1870 the colony entered upon
the present form of Constitution, under
which the Legislative Council consisted
of two-thirds elected and one-third nomi-
nated members; and here he desired to
say a word—for he was misunderstood
the other evening for a moment—with
regard to the position of the nominated
members in that House, He agreed with
what had been said with reference to
their independence and their fresdom to
consider subjects according to their con-
sciences and their own individual views.
Although the present Constitution had
lasted seventeen years, it had been stated
—and everyone admitted it—that it
never was ntended to be a permanent
Constitution for the colony. This colony
was supposed to have been for a long
time passing through a period of transi-
tion, and during that time they were
gupposed to have been training men to
govern themselves. It appeared to him
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that this period of transition had been
very much more prolonged than one
couid possibly have expected. All one
could say was this—that the inhabitants
of Western Australia had been a very
long-suffering and a very patient race.
In considering this question of a change
in the form of Government it was
necessary to ask ourselves what the
present (tovernment was; because, un-
doubtedly, if we found that we were
governed according to principles which
were right, we should be rash to make a
change. The present Government con-
sisted of an Ezxeculive body and a
Legislative Council, and the Governor,—
not, as some people imagined, a Viceroy,
clothed with the genmeral attributes of
Royalty, butan officer charged with certain
duties, having certain powers given to
him, and limited to those powers. Those
powers were defined by the Royal Instruc-
tions ; and—as he did not wish to state
anything in that House which he could
not support by authority—he would for a
moment here refer to a judgment given
many years ago by a very eminent and dis-
tinguished Chancellor. Lord Brougham,
in giving the judgment of the Privy
Couneil, in a well known case, laid it
down that a colonial Governor “does not
ever represent the Sovereign generally,
having only the functions delegated to
him by the terms of his commission, and
bLeing only the officer to execute the
specific powers with which that com-
mission clothed him™ He had already
said that the form of Government now
existing here consisted of a Governor,
assisted by an Executive Council—he
was speaking for the moment of the
Eszecutive Government. By the terms
of the commission under which a Gov-
ernor held his office, he was enjoined and
required to consult his Executive Council
in all cases, except those of a frifling
nature, and except in cases toe urgent for
him to summon his Council, and except
in cases where he considered that the
public good would be prejudiced by his
consulting his Council. In the latter
case, if a Governor did not consult his
Council he had to justify himself—that
was, if he followed out his instructions
from the Secretary of State-—and give
good reason for not pursuing the con-
stitutional course. Now, if the Govern-
ment of this colony had been carried out

according to these instructions, he for ong
should not have such a strong objection
as he bad to the present form of Govern-
ment, for this reason: in the Executive
Council you had a more fixed body; in
the Exzecutive Council you had men, asa
rule—he thought that hon. members
would bear him out in that—in this
colony who had had, some of them, long
experience of the colony—some of them
almost might be called colonists. At all
events they were a body which was
more stable and fized here than the
Governor for the time being; and, if
this Constitution was worked according
to the plain intent and spirit of it, he for
one should not have such a strong
objection to it, because he could see in
that advice, constantly given and taken,
—unless a Governor thought he was
strong enough to reject it, and to go to the
Secretary of State to justify himself—and
there were very few Governors ready to
do that—he could see in that advice a
strong safeguard to the liberty and well-
being of the people. Now, it might be
suggested, how was it that any member
would get up in that House and say that
was not the way in which the Government
of the colony 1s worked 7 His reply to
that was, that he had before him the best
authority for the statement that the
Government of this colony was not
governed according to what he had sug-
gested, but was distinctly a personal rule;
and, it might be, there was something in
human nature—that was to say in the
human nature of ordinary men—which
almost obliged them, when they had a
certain power put in their hands, and
especially when they were surrounded hy
men always ready to submit to power—
there might be something in human
nature that necessitated that a man
should take all the power he could. This
had been the case in other places besides
Waestern Australia. It had been the case
in the other Australian colonies before
the introduction of Responsible Govern-
ment. Perhaps the House would allow
him for one moment to refer to what had
been said on this subject by an eminent
writer on “ Parliamentary Government
in the British Colenies” (Mr. Todd).
“ Until within the past forty years,” this
writer said, * the administration of public
“gffairs in such of the British Colonies
“as were in the possession of represenla-
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“ tive institutions was undeniably in an
“ unsatisfactory state. An irvesponsible
“ gystem of Government prevailed therein,
* which was analogous to the method of
‘ administration in England under the
“personal rule of the House of Stumt.
* Under this polity, the responsibility of
“ Government was centred, absolutely
“and exclusively in the Governor. He
“was, indeed, assisted by an Executive
“ Council, nominated by the Crown, and
“ selected from the principal administra-
‘“tive officers in the colony. But these
¢ functionaries, though aceountable to the
“Crown for the faithful discharge of
“ their respective official duties, were not
“ answerable, either individually or col-
“lectively, for the result of the advice
“they might offer to the Governor.
“He consulted them at his own discre-
“tion ; and the responsibility of Govern-
“ment In no way devolved upon them.
“This rested solely upon the Governor;
“and he was responsible only to the
“gupreme authority of the Empire.”
That was the state of things in the other
colonies of Australia until Responsible
Government wag introduced. And what
wags the state of things in this celony
at the present day? He had zaid
that he had the best authority for
saying that the Government of this
eolony was not worked according to the
instructions under which it was in-
tended to be worked. In the session of
1884, a question was asked of the
Colonial Secretary as to who represented
the Government in that House; and
what was the reply to the question of
who was the Governmnent in this colony ?
It was this: “The Governor (as the hon,
barcnet rightly observed) was the Gov-
ernment — there was no contradicting
that; hon. members might say what they
liked, the Governor under this Constitu-
tion was the Government; there was no
gainsaying that.” Therefore they had
the opinion of the Colonial Secretary
himself, the mouthpiece of the Govern-
ment or Governor, that the Government
of this colony under the present- Con-
stibution is centred in the Governor.
That heing so, let him ask whether that
was not personal rule—personal rule
which had not existed in England since
the time of the Stuarts. It might be said,
“Let us consider what the class of
Governors is; let us ask, why should we

not be governed by a Governor?” So
far as he could make out, Governors
were nol selected under any particular
system. They came from all classes.
They were of all sorts and sizes, Some
of them were soldiers, some of them were
naval men—not often legal men—some
of them were politicians, broken down or
possibly wanting funds, and others had
got up, he did not know how, but by seme
influence or the other to the position they
occupied. But were they heaven-born
men? Were they not ordinary men ?
Were they not men like ourselves ? And
let him ask why we, Englishmen, Irish-
men or Scotchmen, in this colony, should
be handed over to the personal rule of
ong man ?  And they had it proved that
it was personal rule—everyome knew it.
His own experience, his own knowledge,
was small, and he had no desire to extend
his acquaintance with it. It might be
said, why seek a change when things are
going on s0 well? He agreed with the
hon, member for the Gascoyne that, so far
as he had heen able to see, this Govern-
ment—hy which, of course, he meant
this Governor, because they had been
told he was the Government—had no
policy to bring before the House, and
stand or fall (he could not fall) by it,
and say, “This is my policy, and these
are my views.” On the contrary, had
not the course of the Government here
for several years been this—always look-
ing out for some policy, always trying to
feel the way and see how it will take
before it is completely put forward ? His
idea of a Government was this—whether
it be Government by an individual er by
a body—it ought to come forward with
a policy of its own, and endeavor to
gwide the Legislative Council and to lead
the people in the way which they ought
to go. He agreed with the hon. member
who had spoken, that the only Govern-
ment which could be satisfactory to a
community of free men was a Govern-
ment prepared to stand or fall by the way
in which its measures were received by the
country. Might he here again, in stating
that which is a fact—that this Govern-
ment had no policy, no fixed policy—turn
to the pages of Hansard? (%)n the same
occasion as he had already referred to,
during the session of 1884, the leader of
the Government bench said this: “The
* Government of the day, during previous
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« Administrations, had come forward in
“ that House with certain fixed opinions,
“and on those opinions they were pre-
“ pared to stand or fall ?
“right ? Now, however, they were work-
“ ing on different lines—he confined him-
“gelf entirely to the present session,
“without reference to the past or the
“immediate future; but now, he said,
* they were working on a different system.
* They were working on this system—the
“ Government came to that House and
“ agked its opinion on certain questions
“of policy, and the Government bench
“did not come forward with amny direct
“ proposition of its own, but left it to the
“majority to decide. The Covemnor,
“who, as the hon. baronet had rightly
“ observed, was the Government,—there
“was no contradicting that. Hon. mem-
“bers might say what they liked, the
“Governor under this Constitution was
“the Government,—there was no gain-
“saying that. The Governor, therefore
“(or the Government rather) came for-
“ward and asked the House to come to a
“decision on certain questions, and om
“certain proposals, with reforence to
“ which the Governor had professed
“no fixed opinions, having delegated to
“ the Legislature of the colony the power
“of saymg whether those proposals
“ghould be carried out or not. The
“ Government had come forward with—
“he would not call it a policy, he would
“call it a platform, and they asked a
* majority of the House to decide whether
“that platform was an acceptable one or
“not”* That was what the leader of
the Government in that House had told
them. He would ask, could they have a
stronger condemmation of the present
fortn of Government and of the way it
had been worked than the fact that the
leader of the Government bench was
obliged to admit in that House that the
Government itself had no policy, that
they came there looking about for a
policy ? Was that Government? If
that was Government, then all one's
ideas must be rectified. In the best
seuse of the term—and the proceedings
that evening afforded a singular illus-
tration of what he said, for not a single
member of the Governnent had endeav-
ored to guide them, or to give them their
views on the important question of policy
now before the House; mm the best sense

Was he not'

of the term, he said, there had been no
Government in this coleny by those wha
professed to govern it. There had been
plenty of government in one sort of way.
For instance, with regard to the question
of immigration, if government meant
mismanagement, he would admit there
had been plenty of government. Let him
ask that House one question—Had not
for years the cry been that this colony
wanted population, that we ought to get
population, and that we could not get on
without it ? Now what did they see?
That what they had been waiting for, for
years, had not turned out to be a blessing,
but in many respocts bad turped out to
be injurious to us. Hveryone admitted
that immmigrants had been introduced
in such a haphazard sort of way that it
appeared many of them left the colony
very shortly after they landed, and after
they had Dbeen paid for to come out here;
and ithad been found in many cases that
they were unsuitable even if they stopped.
That bad been the result of the immigra-
tion schemes of the Government. Let
him ask another question,— Was it
good government in the way of finance,
to commence the year with the proud
hoast that you have £83,0001n the chest,
and then fo be obliged to come forward
within a few weeks afterwards and say
you did not expect that at the end of the
year you would have more than £4,400 7
That seemed to him a very curious way
of managing the finances of the colony.
Tt looked as if this magnificent surplus
had only existed in imagination, for it
appearcd to have melted away instantly
it was brought to their notice. Again,
what should the Government of a country
do in the way of appointment to public
offices ? He submitted that these appoint-
ments should be made on some system,
that there should be some plan whereby
men who entered the service might
gradually rise, through their own talents,
from one post to another. But what did
they now find ? They found there was no
system whatever. They found men ac-
tually appeinted to important offices in
this colony, who actually had to learn
their duties after they were appointed.
What was the result of all the appoint-
ments 1o the public serviee being in the
hands of the Governor and of the Secre-
tary of State,—the Governor in the first
instance making or recommending the
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appointment, and the Seerctary of State
confirming it 7 'Fhe result—and he asked
whether any hon. member could deny
it—the result was that it had raised
up a servile spirit in those who were
watching and looking out for appoint-
ments. It raised up a class who were
all bentin one direction. And could
they wonder at it, when they found that
one man, and that man not superior as a
rule to the rest of them, had the sole
power in his own hands. Could they
wonder that all those big words, “ Your
Excellency this” and “ Your Excellency
that * which some were only too delighted
to roll in their mouth, had a-tendency to
make that man arbitrary and despotic, in
a mild way ? He submitted that under
a system of Responsible Government we
should have such a system of appoint-
ments and of promotion thatany young
man entering the public service might feel
that he hiad great things before him if he
had talents, if he were able, and if he
were industrious.  (* Hear, hear,” from
the Strangers’ Gallery.)

Tae SPEAKER: If I hear any
further expression of opinion in that
gallery, I shall have it cleared.

Mr. HENSMAN, continuing, said they
had all heard of the remark attributed to
that great French General, Napoleon,
whose armies were irresistible for many
years on the European continent, and
who boasted that every private in his
army had in his pocket the biiton of a
field-marshal. And soevery young man
in this colony would, under a proper
system of promotion, feel that it was open
to hun to rise to a position that would
entitle him to a seat on the Treasury
benches in that House. Hitherto, he
had spoken of the form of Government
now prevailing ; but he would go further,
and say if this Government, if this per-
sonal rule, were conducted in the best
way possible for such a Government
to be carried on, it was not a form of
Government that was adapted to the
instincts of Englishmen. He agreed with
what a great English statesman had said
not long ago, in relation to another part
of this continent, in respect to the
colonies of Australia that had adopted
Responsible Government. What those
colonies, he said, told England was,
« Admitting that your laws are goed, we
do not want your good laws, we want our

own good laws.” That was exactly his
feeling. He did not, as a citizen of this
colony, wish to give himself over to the
government of others; he preferred we
should govern ourselves. In the course
of the debate that evening, the hon.
member for Perth said that whatever
happened under the present form of
Government hon. members could not get
to the other side of the House and
occupy a seat on the Treasury bench.
‘With regard to that, he (Mr. Hensman)
wag in a somewhat peculiar position.
Possibly he was the only individual who
had ever been the occupant of a seat on
the Treasury bench in that House, and
also the occupant of a seat on the
elected side of the House. He had
tried Loth sides; and, if the hon. member
for Perth would find any comfort in it,
he would tell the hon. member that he
found the side of the House on which he
now sat a great deal more pleasant than
the vther side, He did not like sitting
on that other side and have his orders
coming down to him. He did not like
to be under a whip. He liked to be
independent and free from the constraint
put upon him on the other side of the
House; and he assured the hon,
member for Perth—if it was any conso-
lation to the hon. member—that bis
present seat was quite as comfortable,
even with his constituents behind him, as
it would be on the other side of the
House, under the present Constitution,
with somebody else behind him. It had
been suggested that our population was
too small to warrant us in adopting
Responsible Government. We knew that
our population at present numbered
40,000, and we knew that Queensland
obtained Responsible Government when
her population numbered considerably
less. But it was said that Queensland,
shortly afterwards, had to pass through
a financial crisis. Was that peculiar to
Queensland ?  Had it not happened in
other colonies besides Queensland ? He
should like to hear whether it was owing
to the people of Queensland having under-
taken to govern themselves that the
colony had to pass through a financial
crisis.  Financial crises arose from many
causes; and he thought, if that was the
only argument worthy of consideration
wluch the other side could urge upon
them, the arguments of the other side
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were very poor indeed. Then it was said,
“If you got Responsible Government,
where are your men?' His answer
to that was: Queensland found no
difficulty, with a smaller population
than ours, in finding the men; and
he for one should not admit that there
was not in this colony sufficient public
spirit to induce men to give up a cer-
tain amount of their time to public duties.
No one had ever suggested that respon-
sible Ministers any more than Kse-
cutive Councillors worked for nothing.
They must have, and did have in the
other colonies, reasonable pay. And,
although they had responsibilities, and
although they had work to do, did they
not also reap a reward in the shape of
honor ?
reward, when they governed the country
well, in the consciousness that they were
doing their duty, and that they were
improving the country to which they
belonged. We had only to look to
many men in this colony, who performed
public duties, in connection with such
offices as those of Mayors and other
positions of responsibility, to show that
this public spirit existed amongst our-
selves, inducing men to give up a
great deal of their time to their public
duties, and to show that Western
Australin was no exception to other
colonies where FEnglishmen were to
be found, and that we had men who
would come forward and sacrifice a
portion of their time for the public good.
He hardly liked to mention this argument
that we had not the men to carry on
Responsible Government. He would
rather not touch upon it. He would
rather leave it to the consideration of
hon. members whether they thought
there was anything phenomenal, anything
exceptional about this colony that it was
not able to produce men to do the work
of the bench opposite as well as those
who now happened to sit on it. Then it
was said that the celony embraced such
an enormous area of territery that it
would be impossible to govern it from
Perth. His answer to that was—it
always had been governed from Perth;
and the only difference between govern-
ing it under Responsible Government
was that it would then be governed by
men who were practically acquainted
with the requirements of the colony, by

Did they not also réap a’

men who also had the confidence of the
people of the colony, instead of by men
nominated by the Crown, and whom the
colony could not get rid of, whether it
liked them or not. Every year this
difficulty of administration would lessen,
as railways and telegraphs brought the
Northern parts of the colony nearer
to the South. Therefore, it appeared
to him that up to the present time they
had beard no arguments which in the
slightest degree ought to influence them,
There was one argument which he was
sorry to think had been put before them
for the purpose, he supposed, of frighten-
ing them. He alluded to the possibility,
in the event of their adopting Responsible
Government-—the possibility of the colony
being divided into two parts. That had
been brought to the notice of that House
in the speech with which the Governor
opened the session. The Governor's
words were: “Though far from being an
“opponent of Responsible Government,
“I have, on more than one occasion, L
*think, publicly stated my opinion that
* Separation would be too dear a price
“for this colony to pay, at the present
*time, even for a boon so naturally de-
‘““gired by the Euglish race as Parlia-
“mentary Government. If it should be
“a question for West Australians to con-
* sider, whether they should hold together
“for a year or two longer as they now
‘““are, or should separate themselves in
“order that this section of the colony
“might at once enjoy the freest institu-
“tions, I would say, for very serious
“ financial reasons, if for no others, let
“the change be delayed.” He did not
know why this was brought forward, un-
less it was brought forward, as had already
been suggested, to frighten them. For
his own part he regarded it, as did those
with whom he was acting, and with whom
he agreed, as a mere scarecrow put up to
frighten those who had notthe intelligence
to perceive that it was a scarecrow. Why
should this question of Separation have
been brought before them at all? It
seemed to have originated with the Gover-
nor himgelf, according to a speech that
he made at Guildford; and, if so, he
thought it was very injudicious and umn-
called for. When the cry for Separation
really did arise, it would be time enough
for the Governor of the colony to put it
forward. They knew there was no ground
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for the idea at present. They had heard
that evening from the members who re-
presented the North, right as far as
Kimberley—and it appeared that the
farther North they went the stronger was
the feeling in favor of Responsible
Government—that there was no wish for
Separation up there, He thought it
would have been much better if the
Governor had kept the idea to himself,
until it was forced upon him by the facts
of the case. It would sesm that the
Governor, referring to his speech at Guild-
ford, wrote to the Secretary of State, and
roceived the reply which he had putin
his opening address; and what was that
reply ? The Governor said : ' Some fur-
‘ ther correspendencewith the Sceretary of
“ State on the question of a change of the
“Constitution to the form known as
*Responsible Government will be laid
“before you. ‘The papers include an im-
“portant statement by Her Majesty’s
“(Government to the effect that it would
“not be practicable to surrender to a Par-
“liament, representing a small population,
¢ principally resident in the Southern Dis-
*“tricts, the control of all the vast territory
“now included in Western Australia.”
It appeared that Sir Henry Holland,
when making this statement, evidently
referred to the previous despatch of Lord
Derby on the samo subject. But it was
obvious, as had been pointed out by more
than one hon. member, that Sir Henry
Holland did not take into consideration
the whole of Lord Derby’s despatch.
That despatch was written on the
assumption—and he was now quoting
Lord Derby’s own words—that the North
would be likely to form itself into a
separate colony at an early date. That
was the whole ground-work of the state-
ment referred to. But where were the
facts to support it ? 'Where did they find
the slightest trace of the North crying
out for Separation? On the contrary,
they found mmember after member who
represented Northern constituencies say-
ing that they wanted the colony to
remain one¢ and 2 united colony, govern-
ing itsolf lilke all other colonies oceupied by
Englishimen. Of course, if the Legis-
lature of the colony at any future time
were to attempt to deal unfairly with
any portion of the colony, that portion
of the colony would be dissatisfied.
But, looking at the matter from a

broad and general point of view, he for
one did not think that a member
was sent to that House simply to repre-
sent his own district. He thought
undoubtedly he ought to consider the
wants and desires of his own constituency,
but he also thought that a member as
goon ag he obtained a seat in that House
was something more than a mere dele-
gate, and that he ought to have the
interests of the whole colony atheart. As
regards the North, he for one would say
that as that portion of the colony in-
creased in importance, increased in
population, and its great natural resources
mcreased in development, so its re-
presentation in the Legislature of the
eolony should increase also. Giving to
all parts of the colony a fair amount of
representation, what chance was there
that the North or any other part of the
colony would not get fair play, and what
chance was there that the North or any
other part of the colony would wish to
separate from the other part and go
back to the position of a Crown colony ?
If the North was satisfied and did not
want or wish to separate, who was going
to separate us ¥ He ventured to say that
no English Minister, to whatever party
he might belong, would ever attempt to
bring in an Imperial Act for that purpose,
or attempt to do anything contrary to the
desires of the people of the colony in
that respect. He was certain that if any
such attempt were made, the spirit of
the people of England and the feeling
of the House of Commons would rebel
against it. We were not living in Russia,
but in a British colony; and if such a
thing were attempted by any English
Minister against the will of the people of
the colony, he ventured to say it would
be the last time that Minister, whoever
be might be, would have an opportunity
of addressing the House of Commons.
They had another scarecrow, in the
Governor’s speech, held up before them.
They were told that if we were to take
this step, perhaps we might not be able
to raise another loan in the English
money market, if we required it. Now
what was the nature of the change con-
templated ¥ Was it arevolution ¥ Was
it something that was going to change
the character of the people of the colony ?
Was it anything that should create a
feeling of distrust in the natural re-
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sources of the colony ? Was it anything
beyond eimply converting an irrespon-
sible Ministry into a responsible one¥
That was all. It was simply saying to
the four occupants of the Government
benches, “We will turn you into four
“men who shall be amenable to us, and
* responsible to us for your actions. If
“we are not satisfied with the way in
“which you conduct our affairs, we will
““have some other four men who we
“think will be able to afford us satis-
“faction.” What was there unreason-
able or revolutionary about that? It
was what was going on in England
itself, and in all the self-governing
colonies of the Empire. And why
should the change in our own case
shake the confidence of capitalists in
this colony ? He should rather have
thought 1t would tend to inecrease
their confidence. The hon. member for
Perth had spoken of the probable cost
of adopting Responsible Government,
which the hon. member estimated at about
£5,000. For his own part, he thought
we might well pay a considerable sum for
the privilege, because, even if we did not
get any immediate return, it was worth
something to feel that we were governing
ourselves, that we were placed on an
equality with the other Australian colo-
nies, and that we were not in a position
different from Englishmen in other parts
of the world. They had been told that it
would cost £5,000. As things go, that
was not a largesum. It appeared to him
a very small sum asthings go. Theyhad
sent £2,000 to England to be spent on a
building, and we could pay £1,000 for a
lecture; so that, as things go, £5,000 a
year as the price to be paid for the bene-
fits of Responsible Government appeared
to be a very moderate sum indeed. He
hoped he had not detained the House too
long. The subject was cne in which he
felt considerable interest. It was the
first important topic that had come under
their consideration since he had the privi-
lege and the pleasure of sitfing on that
side of the House—a side on which there
was something like a real Opposition,—
not & sham Opposition, for he hoped there
were hon. members on both sides of him

who were prepared to challenge the mea- |
sures of the Government when they did-

not approve of those measures, and to

kick them out of the House if they thought

they were unworthy measures,—an En-
glish, genuine, and bond fide Opposition.
The question, as he had said, was an im.
portant one, and he had thought it right
to speak upon it at some length for this
reason: as the House was aware, he was, as
ke had stated before, its youngest elected
member, and he was absolutely unknown
personally to his constituents. He was
not vain enough, or foolish enough, to
think that they had elected him, as they
did, without opposition, because of any
personal interest or feeling they might
entertain towards him, for be thought the
electors of the Greenough were wise enough
to consider that measures were more
important than men, But When he was
asked to come forward, somecne wrote
and asked him his views, and his reply
was that he thought it would be enocugh
then if he stated that he was in favor
of Responsible Government; and they
elected him upon that assurance. He
supported the resolution with pleasure,
because he Delieved, if carried, as it
undoubtedly would be, and if Responsible
Government became speedily, as it un-
doubtedly would, the law of this colony,
we should enter upon a more healthy, a
more vigorous, and a freer life. We
should then find, as he had already said,
that we had really taken our place on
terms of equality with our sister colonies;
we should then find that, instead of
being in the position of men governed by
personal rule, we had attained the full
rights of British citizens ; we should feel
that we were not dependent upon someone
or other many thousands of miles away,
or someone living here in a large house,
here to-day and gone to-morrow, not
dependent upon them for our well-being ;
we should feel that it was in our own
hands, and that in future we could look
to ourselves in all things required for the
progress of the colony and the prosperity
of its inhabitants.

Mzr. MARMION said it might be
necessary for him, before proceeding to
offer any remarks upon the resolution
before the House, to explain the position
in which he stood at the present moment
with regard to this question. It was
known to most hon. members that he
had had the honor of holding a seat in
that House for many years, and that
during that time this question of Re-
sponsible Government had been the
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gubject of debate on several occasions.
TUpon one occasion, in the early days of
his political career, he was induced to
support the proposal to adopt that form
of Government ; but, upon several subse-
quent occasions, when the matter was
brought before the House, he had invari-
ably opposed it; and, although he had
the honor of representing that district of
the colony which was considered to be,
if not the most Radical certainly omne
of the most Radical constituencies in
the colony,—he had on more than one
occasion, notwithstanding his avowed
opposition to the proposed change, been
retwrned to that House as one of their
trusted representatives. He was well
aware, however, of the change that had
lately come over the feeling of many of
the electors upon thig subject; and he
was also well aware that this change to a
very great extent had been Lrought about
by the presence here of & number of
persons coming here from the other colo-
nies, where they had been living under
that form of Government which they
wished to see introduced here. Like the
hon. member for Plantagenet and the
hon. member for York, it seemed to him
that there was a movement now on foot
to swamp the moderate element in poli-
tics and to supplant it by Radicalism, and
that it behoved those members who
wished to exercise a beneficial influence
upon the destinies of their adopted
country to give way in a sense to the
feeling that was growing among the more
moderate among their constituencies in
favor of a change, and so prevent the
colony from rushing inte the other
extreme, under the inflnence of what
might be called ultra-Radicalism. He
thought it was the duty of such members,
while withdrawing any active opposition
to the change which the electors desired to
witness, at the same time to show them
the dangers and difficulties in the path,
and, if they could not convince them of
the error of their way, do all they could
at any rate to prevent the feeling of
moderation from being swamped by that
spirit of Radicalism which was becoming
dominant in some quarters. Recently,
when addressing his constituents, he ex-
plained to them the attitude which he
proposed taking with regard to this
question, when it came before the House.
He told them thut his own views on

the subject had undergome little or no
modification, and that though he believed
there was a growing feeling among a
large section of the community in favor
of the proposed change, still if a large
nunority of the more conservative among
his constituents were to ask him to do
what he could to prevent the present
introduction of Responsible Government,
he should consider himself in duty
bound to do so. No such request had,
however, been made to him ; therefore, he
thought he should be acting in accordance
with the wishes of the majority if he
adopted a neutral position on the present
occasion. That being so, it was not his
intention, if the motion should be pushed
to a division, to vote either with the Ayes
or with the Noes. With regard to that
motion itself, he was afraid that a good
deal that had been said that evening
about self-government, the government
of the people by the people, and about
Government by a majority, was claptrap.
‘What was the present form of Govern-
ment but government by the majority.
‘What was the present form of Govern-
ment but a form of self-government ?
‘Was it not a form of Government for the -
people by the people? Were not the
elected members in that House the
people’s representatives ? Did not the hon.
member for Perth, who had moved this
resolution, represent the people of Perth ?
Did not he (Mr. Marmion) and his hon.
colleague represent the people of Fre-
mantle ? Did not the hon, and learned
member for Greemough represent the
people of that district? If not, whom did
he represent ? 'Were they not all on that
side of the House representatives of the
people 7 And were there not a majority
on that side of the House ? Numerically,
did not the elected members in that
House stand in the proportion of 3 to 1,
compared with those who sat on the
opposite side of the House? What
greater majority did the people want?
Did they think that under Responsible
Government they would have a stronger
majority than 3 to 1? Very often, he
ventured to say, they would find them-
selves trodden down by much smaller
majorities—majorities of one or two.
At present they had on the other side
of the House four official members
representing the Government, and four
others who, he ventured to submit,
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were in a more independent position
than hon. members were on his side of
the House, representing comstituencies.
‘Were those who represented constituen-
cies in that House in the same indepen-
dent position as the occupants of the
bench opposite (the nominee bench),
probably the position of parties that
evening would bave been reversed. The
hon. member for Perth, who had moved
the resolution now before them, said the
motion divided itself into two questions:
firstly, was Responsible Government de-
sirable, and, secondly, was the colony fit
for it? 'With regard to the abstract
principle whether Responsible Govern-
ment was a desirable form of Government,
the hor. member alluded to some remarks
that had fallen from himself (Mr. Mar-
mion) and other hon. members who had
gpoken on this subject in the course of
previous debates. Very few, he believed,
would care to deny that Responsible
Government, in the abstract, was a desir-
able form of Government. Last session,
when speaking on the subject, he said,
“although opposed to the adoption of
Responsible Government at the present
time, he believed in the principle of self-
government, and he perceived many ad-
vantages that might hereafter be derived
from the introduction of that form of
government.” Having said that, he did
not think it was necessary for him now to
address himself at any length to the
question of whether Responsible Govern-
ment was desirable, in principle. But
as to the question of whether it was
desirable to introduce it at the pre-
sent fime, he wished to say a few
words. The hon. member for Perth
bhad quoted from Lord Carnarvon's
despatch, to the effect that in the opinion
of that statesman, when occupying the
position of Secretary of State to the
Colonies, the adoption of Responeible
Government by this eolony was only a
question of time. No one disputed that.
It was a question not only of time, but
also of the readiness of public men to
sacrifice their time. On that point, all
he could say was that when the change
did come, and Responsible Government
was an accomplished fact, and they found
the hon. member for Perth and others
oceupying seats as responsible Ministers,
he hoped the hon. member and his col-
leagues would be willing and ready to

sacrifice his time, and to work, as some of
them were now working, in the interests
of the colony, and would be prepared to
show his independence and at the same
time to show that his sympathies were
with the best interests of the colony, and
of the publi¢ at large. He did not think
the hon. member was particularly happy
in his allusion to Queensland, when com-
paring that colony with its population of
29,000 adopting Responsible Government
with the position of this colony with a
population of 40,000. The relative posi-
tions of the two colonies were altogether
different. Queensland, when it adopted
Responsible Government, almost con-
gisted entirely of the squatting element,
a wealthy and powerful element, represent-
ing probably ten times the whole wealth
of this colony at the present moment.
These were men who had the leisure and
the means to devote their attention to
politics, whereas the difficulty here would
be to find a sufficient number of men
who really could afford to devote them-
selves to public life, as they would have
to do, if Responsible Government was
not to prove a curse instead of what its
advocates expected it to prove—an un-
mized blessing. With regard to the
question of the cost of Responsible
Government as compared with the cost
of the present form of (Government, he
did not regard that as of great import-
ance. He did not care much whether
the increased expense would be £5,000
or £10,000 if the advantages counter-
balanced the extra cost. If the colony
was going to derive the vast advantages
which the advocates of Responsible
Government would have them believe it
would, he did not think they ought to
higgle about a few thousand pounds a
year. The hon. member for Perth told
them that the eztra cost would be a mere
bagatelle compared with the advantages
which would accrue to the colony. But
they had heard very little about those
advantages. They had not heard from
the advocates of the proposed change any
information as to any solid advantages
which the colony was likely to derive
from the adoption of & more advanced,
a more expensive, and a more compli-
cated Constitution. They had heard
very little indeed about any advantages
likely to accrue to the colony. They had
heard a great deal of sentimental talk
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about their * birthright,” * glorious herit-
age,” “free-born Britons,” and so forth;
what he wanted to have heard was—what
were the material advantages which the
colony, and the people of the colony,

were going fo receive by adopting Re-

gponsible Government? The information
which had been vouchsafed upon that
point was very meagre indeed. They
had heard something about Responsible
Government bringing forward men who
now eschewed politics, men who were
only waiting for the change to throw
themselves heart and soul into public
life. One would imagine that there
must be a great number of statesmen in
embryo, in Western Australia. He should
like to linow where they were. They
were at present hiding their lights
under a bushel. He should like to
know who were the men who were
likely to be called wupon to carry
on Responsible Glovernment, when the
colony adepted that form of Governiment.
He ventured to say, the majority would
be men who already occupied seats in thai
House. As to pulling together and
working in harmeny, he thought there
could be no more harmony in politics
than existed at present between that
House and the Government of the
country,—harmony attended by substan-
tial progress. It was possible to have
harmony with very little progress; and
perhaps they might find it se under
another form of Government. With
reference to Separation, he had been
rather anxious to hear what the mover of
the resolution and the hon. member for
Wellington would have to say on that
subject.
they were prepared under any circum-
stance to support the change,—whether
they would be prepared to do so if what
they called a shadow became a substantial
reality. They had rather played with
that subject, he thought. Neither of the
two hon. members gave them any definite
answer to the question. He thought the
“bugbear” (as it had been called) was
already beginning to be regarded by some
hon. members as a reality, and he ventured
to think that, if they found out, as they
might do, that Separation was to be part
of the price which they would have to
pay for the proposed change, it would
come to be regarded as a very serious
reality by other members. The hon.

He was anxious to hear whether |

member for Wellington told them there
was no enemy in the opposite camyp for
the Responsible Government party to
fight. The hon. member also said thai
the real fighting would have to take
place on the hustings, and that at present
there was a truce between the two parties.
All he could say was—when that truce
was broken and the war was entered upon
in earnest, should the reply of the
Secretary of State be contrary to the
expectation of the hon. member and his
party, should they be told that Separa-
tion wag the price for which the Imperial
Government would be prepared to give
them what they were asking for—should
that be the case, the hon. member would
find the war he was talking about carried
into his own camp; and he promiszed the
lon. member that he and his party would
have anything but a happy time of it. Tt
had Dheen stated that little or mo argu-
ment had been brought forward by the
opponents of the intended change. He
thought the whole question had long ago
passed from the domain of argument.
If one had all the eloquence of Cicero, if
one had the declamatory powers of a
Demosthenes, it would make no impres-
gion at this stage upon the minds of
members who had come there resolved
upon the side which they would take
in the debate. The hon. member for
Wellington told them that he had not
had the privilege which some of them had
of changmg his mind upon this question.
He did not like, nor did he wish, to hurt
the feglings of the hon. member; but he
would remind the hon. member of what
he had already been twitted about in that
House,—a speech which the hon. member
himself delivered to his ¢wn constituents,
shortly before the House assembled last
session. On that occasion the hon.
member was reported to bave made use
of these words: *“He did not wish it to
“be considered that he was what was
“vulgarly termed °ratting’ his position
‘ras a Responsible Government advocate,
“although he must admit that after
“hig recent visit to the other colonies
“he felt that under our existing form of
“Government we had a lot of power,
“without the responsibilities and abuses
“he found existing under the other form
“of Government. That was what the
hon. member told his constituents. He
did not know whether the hon. member
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intended to introduce some of those
“abuses’ nto this colony. [Mr. Vexn:
Guard against them.] It was all very
well to say “ Guard against them.” The
hon. member might find it impossible to
guard against them. The hon mem-
ber might find that it would have been
far better for Western Australia if it had
remained under a form of Government
which gave the representatives of the
people ““a lot of power” than to have
adopted a Constitution which, with power,
gave them not only additional respeansi-
bilities, but also those ‘‘abuses’ which
the hen. member himself admitted exist-
ed olscwhere under the same Constitution,
He had no intention of traversing the
speeches of all the other members who
had spoken in favor of the proposed
change, but would come down to the
speech of the hon. and learned member
for (reenocugh. He had been very
anxious to hear the hon. member’s obser-
vations on this question, and had pur-
posely delayed making any remarks him-
self until he had heard the hon. member,
for he felt that they would surely get
some very powerful argnments from that
hon. and learned gentleman, who was
known to be one of the most ardent
advocates of the change. He had listened
with very much pleasure, of course, to
the hon. member’s speech, but he must
confess he had been disappointed. He
had been disappointed because the hon.
member had thrown little or no further
light upon what they all wanted to
hear something about,—what were the
solid advantages which a change in the
form of Government would confer upon
this colony. The hon. and learned gen-
tleman, no doubt, made an eloquent
speech, but to his mind it was not a very
convineing one. He did not lay claim to
the legal acumen of the hon. and learned
member, but he did lay claim to a more
extended lmowledge of this colony’s re-
quirements and of its resources; and he
ventured to assert that it could not be
said, either in that House or out of it,
that he had ever in his public actions
been actuated by anything but a desire
to advance the colony’s interests. He
had always heen in favor of a liberal
policy, and had generally been in the
van of all progressive measures—which
he was afraid had not been the case with
some of their self-styled Liberals.

the abstract qudstion of the right of the
people of this colony to govern them-
selves, no one denied that they possessed
that right. He certainly did not. But
what those who were now opposed to the
introduction of more complicated polit-
ical institutions said was this—that it
would be better to wait until our popula-
tion increased before we took upon our-
selves to exercise that right. The hon.
and learned member for Greenough,
after indulging in some florid lan-
guage as to the rights of Englishmen
and about British freedom, went on to say
that the Constitution of this colony was
a “unique” Constitution. It might be
“unique” in this respect, —that the
people of the colony, through their repre-
sentatives in that House, had a much
greater extent of freedom under the
present Constitution than was possessed
by the other colomies under the form
which they had before they went in for
Regponsible Government, It was non-
sense to make the assertion that this
colony at the present time was governed
upon principles that were antagonistie
te the feelings of Englishmen. They
had been told by the hon. and learned
member that the pecple of Western Aus-
tralia must be a patient and long-suffer-
ing race to have submitted so long to be
governed as they were now governed.
As to their being “long-suffering,” he
did not know in what sense the hon.
member meant that they had been made
to suffer. As totheir paticoce he thought
that was a virtue which might stand to
their credit rather than to their disgrace.
They certainly had not been a selfish
people. If they had—if they had been
actnated by o more selfish feeling—
perhaps they had more to gain by Re-
sponsible Government than many of
those who advocated it there that even-
ing. The hon. and learned member also
told them that if the colony, even under
the present Constitution, had been gov-
erned more judicicusly, he would not
advocate any rash change. He (Mr,
Marmion) submitted that the colony kad
been governed judiciously, and that the
colony would continue to he governed
judiciously, while it remained under the
present Constitution. Therefore there was
no reason for the change. They had heard

| & great deal from the hon. and learned
As to, member as to a certain disagreement be-
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tween certain members of the Executive
and the Governor. He had no wish him-
gelf to allude to that subject, and he
regretted it should have been introduced
into the debate, The hon. and learned
member said that if the present Constitu-
tion had been carried on according to
what the hon. member himself considered
the proper lines, he would not have such
an objection to it. He (Mr. Marmion)
would go further, and say that if the
Gtovernment had been carried out accord-
ing to the hon. and Iearned member’s own
ideal, if the Governor had carried out his
instructions in the way which the hon,
member thought he ought to have carried
them out, in all probability they should
not have had the pleasure of listening to
the hon. member's speech that evening;
in all probability the hon. and learned
member would have been sitting on the
opposite bench, in the humiliating posi-
tion of having nothing to say in support
of the proposed change in the Constitu-
tion. The hon. and learned member also
said that the Governor was only a man
like themselves. Of course they all knew
he was not immortal. They all lmew
he was only a man like themselves, and
he had shown that he sympathised with
all their aspirations in that House; he
had shown that he had the interests of
the colony at heart as much as any of
them; he had shown that he was willing
to listen to and be guided by the repre-
sentatives of the people in that House.
No doubt there had been mismanage-
ment under the present form of Govern-
ment ; but did the hon. member mean to
say there would be ne mismanagement
under any other form of Government ?
Did the hon. member think there would
be no mismanagement if the hon. and
learned member were himself to frame
gome ‘‘unique” form of CGovernment?
As to the immigration question, which
the hon. member said was an instance of
mismanagement, he maintained that a
great deal of good had accrued to this
colony under the system of immigration
which had been adopted, and that the
class of mmigrants who had been intro-
duced under it were not such a bad class as
many hon. members imagined. He had
a better opportunity, being a member of
the Board of Immigration, than many
hon. members of forming an opinion upon
this point, and he could distinctly deny

that our immigration system had so far
been a failure, or that the way it had
been managed had been a sign of the
present form of Government not being a
good form of Government. He admitted,
however, with the hon. and learned mem-
ber that it was not an instance of good
Government to commence the year with
a credit balance of over £80,000, and to
dissipate it before the end of the year.
This, however, was mnot the time for
discussing that question. A great deal
had also been said about *servility”
among the humbler ranks of public
officials under the present form of Gov-
ernment. He was not inclined to agree
with that. He did not think there was
any more servility shown towards the
(Gtovernor under the present form of Gov-
ernment, than there would be of servility
towards a Minister in power under Re-
sponsible Government. He believed that
the Government of the colony would then
be carried on with much less regard for
the public interests than was shown by
the present governing powers. The hon.
and learned member for Greenough said
he desired to be independent, and that
he felt much more comfortable on the
side of the House on which he now sat
than he did when he sat on the Treasury
bench. That was all very well in theory,
but he would ask the hon. member
whether, when he became a member of a
Ministry, under ministerial Govern-
ment, he thought he could exercise his
present independence. If the hon, mem-
ber then found himself in a minority
he could not afford to show much in-
dependence. He would have to give way
to the majority, or leave the Cabinet of
which he was a member. There was not
much independence there. The hon.
member would have to sink his independ-
ence or clear out, and find refuge in the
cold shades of Opposition. The hon.
member also told them that under Res-
pousible Government, the Ministers of
the day, in return for devoting their
time to public affairs, would reap their
reward in the consciousness of having con-
tributed to the good government of the
country. But instances might accur in
which they would reap their reward at
the cost of the country. The Governor
had been blamed by some hon. members
for bringing in the question of Separation
into this discussion. He thought His
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Excellency had been most unfairly blamed
fur deing so.

was the constitutional course. The Secre-
tary of State’'s despateh on the subject
was nothing new.
before them since 1883, and he thought
His Excellency was perfectly justified in
reminding them of the terms of that
despatch, He did not suppose it was any
use his prolonging his remarks. He was

afraid that nothing he had said that even-

ing would have the desired effect, and it
seemed to him it would be useless con-
tinuing the discussion at the present time.
When they ascertained from the Home
Government the terms upon which the
colony would he granted the right of
gelf-government, then, and not till then,
as he had said before, would come the
real " tug of war.” If those terms should
be such as the colony might accept with-
out sacrificing the interests of the colony
at large, he thought it would be useless,
and probably injurious, to seek to
further retard the adoption of that form
of Government. He thought it would
be the duty of every well-wisher of the
colony, whatever his own personal views
might be, to sink his own opinion, and,
hand in hand, with those who favored
the change, endeavor to frame such a
Constitution as would be most likely to
lead the colony in the path of progress
and prosperity, and to endeavor to avoid
the abuses which they all knew had
followed the introduction of that form of
Government in many of the other ¢olonies.
For his own part, should the country enter
upon that form of Clovernment, his
humble services would be at her disposal
in the future as they had been in the
past; and he only hoped, whoever was
entrusted with the charge of the ship of
State, they would by united action and
good counsel succeed in steering her
safely, through any political storms that
might arise, inte the haven of prosper-
ity. The hon. and learned member for
Greenough, in his eloquent peroration,
drew attention to many abuses which
he said existed under the present form
of Government. All he (Mr. Marmion)
could add in conclusion was to cx-
press the hope that when the hon.
and learned member had the honor,
as no doubt he would, of occupying
a2 seat in a Ministry under another

He thought the course.
pursued by the Governor in this matter’

They had had it:

form of Government, he would assist in
remaoving these abuses, and that the hon.
and learned member would be one of
those who would do all in their power to
prevent a recurrence of such abuses, and
that under the form of Government which
the hon. and learned member would help
‘to administer there would be no * mis-
management,” and no cause for complaint
Lor disappointment. He would promise
| the hon. and learned member this: if,
when that auspicious day arrived, he
ever had the honor of occupying an Op-
position seat, it would always be his
endeavor in the future, under that more
advanced Constitution, as it had been in
the past under the present Constitition,
to assist the Government of the day in
framing and passing such legislation as
would 1n his bumble opinion advance the
best interests of the colony.

Mg. SHENTON said that as a mem-
ber of the House who had voted on for-
mer occagions upon this guestion of
Responsible Government he felt it was
incumbent upon him to state his present
position with regard to it. At the last
general election he was returned by his
constituents as one opposed to the
present introduction of Responsible Gov-
ernment. Since then a change seemed
to have come over the feeling of the
country, and when he had the honor of
meeting his constitutents a few weeks
ago, they released him from his obliga-
tion to vote against the introduection of
Responsible Government, leaving him at
liberty to use his own discretion in the
matter and to vote in whichever way he
considered advisable under the circum-
stances. Personally he still saw objec-
tionz to the colony entering upon that
form of Government at the present time,
with its present sparse population, scat-
tered over an area of thousands of miles.
The hon., member for Perth in moving
his resolution said he considered there
would be no difficulty whatever in ob-
taining the requisite number of men to
carry on ministerial (fovernment. As to
that, all he had to say was this: he had
had the honor of being a member of that
' House, with the exception of one session,
‘for seventeen years past, and he had
always found a desire expressed on the
part of country members to be able to
return home before the session was half
over. If that was the feeling under the
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present form of Government, when the
sessions only lasted seven or eight weeks,
how would it be under Party Govern-
ment when their sessions would probably
last ag many months 7 How many
country members would then care to
come down to Perth to attend to parlia-
mentary work, which would keep them
away from their own occupations during
the greater portion of theyear ? He had
not the slightest doubt that a sufficient
number of members could he found for
one side of the House; but Party Gov-
ernment, without a strong Opposition,
would he thought be found to be a
most despotic form of Government. As
to Queensland having entered upon
Responsible Government with a smal-
ler population than this colony now
possessed, it was no use denying
the fact that Western Australia was
a poor colony compared with Queens-
land. As, however, the majority of
members seemed determined to adopt the
change here, he presumed the step must
be taken, and the experiment made
whether the colony may be advanced
more under that form of Government
than it had advanced under the present
form of Government. During the last
gix years the revenue of the colony had
doubled ; and all he could say was he
hoped that after the adoption of Respon-
sible Grovernment the same thing could
be said of the revenue during the next
gix years. If such should turn out to be
the case he thought there would he no
occasion for anyone to find fault with
that form of Government. A great deal
of abuse had been heaped by the hon.
member for Wellington upon that un-
fortunate body the Finance Committee.
But it must be remembered that that
committee was constituted under an Act
which had been introduced by the
members of that House themselves and
not by the Government. It therefore
appeared to him somewhat inconsistent
for members to attack a body of their
own creation. The Act in gquestion gave
the members of that House a control
over public expenditure which they never
had before. There were many other
things with reference to which the powers
of that House had been extended of late
years. It must be acknowledged that
during the last four years the Secretary
of State for the Colonies had relaxed to a

great extent the rvestriction which the
Home Government used to exercise as
regards the work of legislation in that
Council. Not u smgle measure of im-
portance had been thrown out. They
had been allowed to borrow as much as
they required, and had not been interfered
with in any way. Therefore he thought
it could scarcely be said that they had no
power under the present Constitution.
It appeared to him that ome of the
great difficulties to be contended with,
if they did go in for Responsible Govern-
ment, was the question of Separation.
‘Whatever they did, it behoved them
not to lose sight of that. It had been
said that Sir Henry Holland must have
misunderstood the meaning of Lord
Derby’s despatch upon that point. He
thought himself such a misunderstanding
would hardly occur, for there was the
same Permanent TUnder-Secretary in
office now as there was when that despatch
was written, and that official was not
likely to make such a mistake. He
remembered it was at once frankly ad-
mitted in that House that the great object
which the North had in view in erymng
out for Responsible Government was to
bring about Separation. There was a
cry for SBeparation at the present time
in Queensland, because of a state of
things similar to what prevailed in a
great measure in the Northern portion of
this eolony. They all knew that the prin-
cipal industries of the Northern parts of
Queensland could not be successfully car-
ried on without colored or Asiatic labor,
and he thought we should find that this
labor question would be one of the rocks
on which we in this colony would sooner
or later split. Moreover, it must he
borne in mind that when Queensland
entered upon Responsible Government
she separated from a colony already
possessing that form of Government. If
however, as he had already said, the
majority of hon. members were disposed
to adopt this change at the present
moment, it was not hiz intention to
oppose the motion before the Houze, see-
ing that the country would yet have an
opportunity of expressing its views on the
subject. If the voice of the country,
when appealed to—and with the infor-
mation before them as to the terms upon
which the change would be granted—
should be in favor of the change, he
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could only express the hope that they
would all join together and work with
one object in view, and that was the
advancement and prosperity of their
commen country.

No other hon. member rising,

Mr. PARKER said he had no inten-
tion at that late hour—or rather at that
early hour in the morning—to detain the
House at any length, and, under the cir-
cumstances, he should only say very fow
words in reply. The hon. member Mr,
Randell, and the hon. member for
Fremantle (Mr. Marmion), stated that
they had not heard any uarguments
brought forward showing the benefits

which the colony weuld derive from the

propoesed change in the Constitution, He
would remind those hon. members, and
also the House, that in introducing the
resolution now under discussion he placed
two questions before them, into which he
said he thought this question naturally
divided itself: firstly, whether the adop-
tion of Responsible Government was de-
girable, and, secondly, was the colony
qualified for the change. The subject of
the benefits which the colony would derive
from the change came under the first of
these questions—did the House consider
the change desirable; and as hon. mem-
bers had he might say unanimously ex-
pressed their viewsin the affirmative as to
the desirability of the change, he saw
no necessity for dilating upen the
advantages of the change. He could not
help thinking that the hon. member Mr.
Randell himself must have persuaded
himself of the advantages that would
accrue from the change before he came to
the conclusion that the system of Respon.
sible Government was a desirable system
of Government. When this question of
Responsible Government was under dis-
cussion in that House four years ago,
the hon. member said: “No doubt it
“was a system of Government to which
* Englishmen looked forward to, in every
« part of the world, and with which as he
“had already said he was in full sym-
“pathy., It was a system which he
“would be glad to see this colony enter
‘‘upon, if ke thought it could enter upon
“it, with a fair prospect of carrying it
“ out successfully, and advantageously to
*“the country.” Surely an hon. gentle-
man who gave expression to such a
sentiment as that did not require any

arguments now to convince him that
the system was one which possessed
advantages of its own. He would also
turn to what fell from the hon. member
for Fremantle on the same occasion.
That hon. gentleman's words were these :
“ Although he had to some extent been
“gpposed to Responsible Government
‘ he thoroughly believed in the principle
“which allowed people, in this or
‘““any other country, to manage their
“own affairs; and when the time ar-
“rived when the people of this colony
“displayed greater unanimity on the
“ subject, he should be most happy to
“ give his support to the hon. member for
“Perth or any other hon. inember who
“might bring in a bill to establish
‘Responsible Goverhinent in Western
“ Australia.” Those were the sentiments
expressed by the hon. member for
Fremantle four years ago. It could not
be denied—the hon. member himself
admitted it—that the people of the colony
now “ displayed greater unanimity on the
subject” than they did then; yet the hon.
member, who said he should be happy to
give his support to the introduction
of Responsible Government when this
greater unanimity became apparent, now
coolly asked the advocates of the change
to show him what benefits the colony
would derive from the change. The
same hon. member informed them that
we had already a Government of the
people by the people, because there was a
majority of elected members in that
House—the hon, member was mistaken
when he said a majority of 3 to 1; they
only had 2 to 1. But he thought the
hon. member would agree with him that
although they (the elected members)
might exercise some influence upon the
Glovernment while the House was in
session, they in no way could be said to
govern the colony. It was not until the
hon. member and some more of them
occupied seatson the Treasury bench that
it could be said of them that they had a
voice in the Government of the colony.
He admitted that the present Adminis-
tration were influenced in a great
measure by the debates and the actions
of that House; still it could not be said
for a moment that the representatives
of the people, although constituting a
majority, governed the colomy or its
peeple.  The hon. member for Toodyay,
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when alluding to the difficulty there
would be in getting men to take seats in
the House under Responsible Govern-
ment, talked of an eight months’ session,
and the bon. member could not under-
stand how it could be ezpected that
members would give up so much time to
parliamentary business. But, for his
part, he saw no reason why they should
come to the conclusion that their sessions
would be likely to last for eight months,
It might take them a short time longer
than at present to get through the work
of the session; but he failed to see why
it should necessarily take them longer fo
do the work under the new Constitution.

Mgr. MARMION : The impression is
founded on the experience of the other
colonies,

Mr. PARKER said the work to be
done in the other colonies was much
more than the work that would have to
be done here, until at any rate the colony
obtained a much larger population, when
the difficulty of obtaining members would
be correspondingly reduced. The hon.
member for Toodyay also said that sooner
or later Separation must undoubtedly
come, in view of the differing conditions
of the North and of the South as regards
the question of labor. He agreed with
the hon. member that Separation will
probably come to pass at some future time.
No doubt we shall some day have a
large population at the North, and the
cry for Separation would have to be
listened to. But this question of Separ-
ation would not be hastened, or deter-
mined, or influenced one iota by the
counsideration of whether the colony now
obtained Responsible Government or not.
That question would be determined by
the increase of population at the North,
and by the progress and development of
the district. He did not wish, as he had
already said, to enter at any length, at
that late hour, into these arguments. He
would only say this, in conclusion—and
he had said it more than once before in
that House: what they desired was to
secure for this colony a form of Govern-
ment that would give the people of the
colony some interest and voice in the man-
agement, of their own affairs, a form of
Government which would show the world
at large that Western Australians were
not unfit to be trusted with the privileges
which had been elsewhere accorded to

their fellow-countrymen, that * freer form
of Government which would relieve the
Crown from responsibilities, secure great-
er Legislative vigor, free a loyal com-
munity from the consciousness of political
inferiority, and infuse through all classes
a desire to participate in the privileges
of a citizenship now little better than a
name.”

Mr. RANDELL pointed out that the
resolution before the House was in two
parts—* (1.) That in the opinion of this
“Council the time has arrived when the
« Executive should be made responsible
“{o the Legislature of the colony. (2.)
 And that it is further the opinion of the
“ Council that Western Australia should
“remain one and undivided under the
“new Constitution.” Would the hon,
member who had moved the resolution
allow the division to be taken upon each
of the two questions separately ¥

Mr. PARKER said he would have the
resolution put as a whole,

Mz. RANDELL: It is our intention
to divide the House, so that the con-
victions of hon. members on either side
may appear on the records of the House,

Tee SPEAKER said he had come to
the conclusion that each resolution should
be put separately ; but he had understood
then that no division would take place.
The two were not so connected with each
other as to enable members to express an
opinion upon them separately, and the
House could if it liked move that the two
be divided.

Mz. PARKER: Do I understand your
Honor to say that they are not so inti-
mately connected with each other that they
cannot be put as one resolution. Let me
read them: “ (1.) That in the opinion of
“ this Council the time has arrived when
“ the Executive should be maderesponsible
“to the Legislature of the colony. (z.)
“And"—it goes on to say—‘that it is
 further the opinion of this Council that
“ Western Australia should remain one
*and undivided under the new Constitu-
“tion.” They might have followed each
other in one unbroken paragraph. Surely
it cannot be said they are not intimately
connected.

Tuae SPEAKER: They are connected
in the way in which the hon. member has
intimated, but they are not connected in
this way—that many members who would
vote for one resolution would not vote for
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the other.
who would probahly vote that the colony

the new Constitution,” who would not be
prepared to subscribe to the other reso-
lution, which affirms that the time has
arrived for the adoption of a new Con-
stitution. Therefore I think these reso-
lutions should not be voted upon as one.

Mr. HENSMAN: The debate has
proceeded during the whole of the even-
ing upon the assumption that the resolu-
tion was one and undivisible; and T
would ask whether it is right at this late
hour, when the debate is closed, that it
should be suggested the resolution should
be separated into two parts, and that the
division should take place on each part
separately. If the first part of the
resolution were rejected there would be
no meaning in the second.

Tee SPEAKER : I have already
pointed out that some members may be
disinclined tosupport the first proposition,
and wish to have it so recorded ; but I
am sure every member in the House
would be in favor of the second pro-
position. Therefore I think it is only
fair that the fwo propositions should be
put separately.

Mr. RANDELL formally moved, That
the resolutions be put separately.

Question put and passed.

Question put: “ That in the opinion of
this Council the time has arrived when
the Executive should be made responsible
to the Legislature of the colony.”

A division being called for, the num-
bers were—

Ayes 13

Noes 4

Majority for 9
NoOES.

i
: Mr. H. Brockman
Mr. E. R. Brockman
* BMr. Loten
Mr. Randell {Toller.)

ATES.
Sir T, C. Campbell
Mr. Congidon
Captain Fawcett
Mr. Forrest
Mr. Hensman

My, Venn
Mr. Parker (Teiler.)

[The Official Members abstained from
voting, So also did the following elected
members: Mr. Marmion, Mr. Shenton,
and Mr. Harper,—for reasons explained
by them when addressing the House.]

There are many members’

Question put: “And it is further the

, opinion of the Council that Western Aus-
“ should remain one and undivided under

tralia should remain one and undivided
under the new Constitution.”

Agreed to, on the voices.

Mr. VENN then formally moved the
resolution standing in his name, as fol-
lows: * That the resolutions passed this
day by the Council in favor of Respon-
sible Government for Western Australia
be presented to His Excellency the Gover-
nor, together with an humble address
praying His Excellency to be pleased to
take the necessary steps to carry the
wishes of this House into effect.” The
hon. member said he desired to add
nothing to the resolution itself, which
was simply in order to give effect to the
resolutions already passed. He wished,
however, to take this opportunity of cor-
recting a mistake which he made last
session, and which he had repeated that
evening, when he stated that £80,000 of
unauthorised expenditure had been voted
by the Finance Committee. He now
found that the amount was £50,000.

Me. MARMION said he could nof
allow the hon. member's statement to
pass unchallenged, inasmuch as a large
amount of the sum mentioned was au-
thorised by that House when placed upon
the Supplementary Estimates.

The resolution was then put and passed.

PEARL SHELL FISHERY REGULATION
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERATL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) moved the first reading
of a bill to amend the Pearl Shell Fishery
Regulation Acts, 1873, and 1875.

Motion agreed to.

Bill read a first time.

The House adjourned at two o'clock,
a.m., on Thursday, July 7th.



